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The  Committee  appointed  to  examine  the  Phyficians  who  have  attended  His  Majefty 
during  his  lllnefs,  touching  the  prefent  State  of  His  Majefty’s  Health  ; and  to  re- 
port fuch  Examination  forthwith  to  the  Houfe; 

A VE,  purfuant  to  the  Order  of  the  Houfe,  proceeded  to  examine  the  faid  Phyficians.  They  alfo  pro- 
ceeded to  fome  length  in  examining,  with  refpetf:  to  the  fituation  in  which  IJr.  John  Wiu.is  ha* 
amended  his  Majefty  ; and  from  fuch  examination  are  of  opinion,  that  lie  comes  within  the  order  of  refer- 
ence- to  this  Committee  : but  as  his  examination  might  have  greatly  protra£led  their  proceedings  and  as 
they  have  realon  to  fuppofe  Dr.  Willis,  lenior,  fully  informed  of  every  particular  neceftarv  to  the  ohjeft  of 
their  enquiry,  which  could  be  ftated  by  Dr.  John  Willis,  they  have  forborne  to  examine  the  latter  con- 
ceiving that  it  is  of  the  utmoft  importance  that  their  Report  fliould  not  be  any  longer  deferred. 

1 he  examination  of  the  Phyficians  is  as  follows  j and  that  part  of  it  which  relates  to  Dr.  John  Willis  is 
udded  at  the  end  of  this  Report.  * 

Mercurti , y°  Die  yanuarii,  17 89. 

Sir  LUCAS  P E P Y S,  called,  in  and  examined. 

'■  WHETHER,  in  his  opinion,  the  ftatc  of  his  Majefty’s 
wealth  does,  or  does  not,  continue  to  be  fuch  as  to 
ender  bis  Majefty- incapable  either  of  coming  to  Par- 
liament, or  of  attending  to  public  bufinefs  ? 

It  certainly  continues  fuch  as  to  render  him  incapa- 
ile  either  of  coming  to  Parliament,  or  of  attending  to 
public  bufinefs. 

What  hopes  does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  now  entertain  of 
sis  Majefty -s  recovery  ? 


The  hopes  I now  entertain  are  founded  exadlly 
upon  the  fame  ground  upon  which  they  were  when  I 
formerly  gave  my  opinion. 

Can  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  now  form  any  judgment,  or 
probable  conje&ure,  of  the  time  that  liis  Majefty’*  ill- 
nefs  is  likely  to  laft  ? 

I can  neither  form  judgment  or  probable  conjefiture 
of  the  time  that  his  Majefty’s  difeafe  is  likely  to  laft. 

Whether,  in  his  Majefty’s  diforder,  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys  fees  any  prefent  %ns  of  convalel'cence  ? 


On 


On  the  27th  of  December,  the  evening,  I faw 
his  Majefty  in  fuch  a calm,  and  approaching  towards 
a rational  flatc,  1 was  in  hopes,  had  it  continued,  figns 
of  convalefcence  would  foon  have  appeared  ; thofe 
good  fymptoms  appeared  only  for  an  hour;  fince 
which  I have  feen  no  ligns  of  approaching  convalef- 
cence. 

Are  there  any  actual  fymptoms  at  prefent,  which 
lead  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  to  entertain  more  or  lefs  favour- 
able hopes  of  his  Majelty’s  recovery  than  he  has  hi- 
therto had  during  his  attendance  ? 

I think  his  Majefty  is  more  eafily  controuled,  and 
therefore  I Ihould  hope  that  he  was  advancing  towards 
jecovery,  though  no  adftual  fymptoms  appear. 

Whether  it  is  not  ufual  for  perfons  in  the  fituation 
of  his  Majefty,  to  become  more  eafily  controuled 
when  they  are  put  under  the  care  of  perfons  ufed  to 
attend  patients  in  that  diforder  ? 

Certainly  : — But  he  is  more  eafily  controuled  now 
than  he  was  a fortnight  ago,  when  under  the  fame 
care. 

Whether  this  does  not  happen  often,  independent 
of  any  advancement  towards  recovery  ? 

As  controul  is  the  principal  means  ufed  for  reco- 
very, I confider  patients  fubmjtting  to  it  more  readily, 
as  a mark  of  fome  fort  of  ground  being  got.' 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  confider  the  circumftance  of 
his  Majefty  being  more  eafily  controuled,  as  being  in 
itfelf  fuch  a clear  fymptom  of  the  abatement  of  the 
diforder,  as  induces  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  from  that  caul*, 
to  entertain  ftronger  hopes  of  his  Majefty ’s  fpeedy  re- 
covery, than  when  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  was  laft  exa- 
mined ? 

Not  ftronger  hopes  of  his  Majefty’s  fpeedy  reco- 
very, but  hopes  of  his  more  fpeedy  recovery. 

Whether,  in  Sir  Lucas  Pepy’s  judgment,  manage- 
ment, or  medicine,  is  the  more  operative  caufe  of  re- 
covery in  cafes  of  this  fort  ? 

I think  without  both,  patients  are  not  fo  likely  to 
recover,  as  under  either ; neither  would  have  effefl 
Singly. 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  think,  that  the  perfons  who 
ufually  have  the  controul  and  management  of  perfons 
in  his ’Majefty’s  fituation,  are  better  or  worfe,  judges 
of  the  true  inference  arifing  from  the  fa£l  of  quiet  fub- 
mifiion  to  fuch  controul,  than  phyficians  who  have  not 
made  this  diforder  their  particular  ftudy  ? 

I think  they  are  better  judges. 

What  is  the  degree  of  attendance  of  the  phyficians 
who  are  not  conflantly  with  his  Majefty  ? 

Either  myfelf,  Dr.  Gifborne,  or  Dr.  Reynolds,  are 
at  Kew,  in  rotation,  from  Four  o’clock  every  day, 
till  Eleven  the  next  morning  j at  Ten  o’clock  every 


morning, either  Sir  George  Baker  or  Dr.  Warren  cornea 
to  Kew,  vifits  his  Majefty,  and  confults  with  the  phy- 
fician  who  has  remained  there  all  night,  and  Dr.  Wil- 
lis, and  ufually  remains  there  about  an  hour. 

Whether  there  are  any  other  medical  perfons  that 
attend  his  Majefty  ? 

Two  furgons  and  two  apothecaries. 

Whether  accounts  are  not  received  from  them  re- 
fpeSing  his  Majefty’s  fituation  ? 

No  regular  account  is  given  by  them,  but  they  are 
frequently  alked. 

Whether  thofe  furgeons  and  apothecaries,  or  any  of 
them,  are  perfons  who  have  made  this  diforder  their 
particular  ftudy,  or  who  have  ufually  had  the  controul 
and  management  of  perfons  in  his  Majefty’s  litu- 
ation  ? 

I cannot  fay  whether  they  have  made  this  particular 
diforder  their  particular  ftudy. — I conclude  they  oc- 
cafionally  fee  patients  in  this  diforder,  though  they 
may  not  have  the  controul  and  management  of 
them. 

Whether  you  think  them  capable  of  relating  fa£h 
with  accuracy  and  integrity  ? 

I would  trull  the  judgment  and  integrity  of  any  of 
them. 

Whether  thofe  furgeons  and  apothecaries  have  the 
fame  opportunity  of  obferving  the  particular  fituation 
of  his  Majefty  as  Dr.  Willis  has  ? 

Not  the  fame  opportunity  as  Dr.  Willis  has,  but  the 
fame  opportunity  as  any  other  of  the  three  phyficians 
have  who  attend  in  rotation. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  is  prefent  with  the  King  often, 
or  for- any  confiderable  length  of  time,  when  fome  one 
1 of  thofe  lurgeons  and  apothecaries  is  not  prefent  ? 

Very  frequently,  and  for  a confiderable  length  of 
time,  when  none  of  them  are  prefent. 

Are  not  fome  of  them  prefent  at  times  in  which  Dr. 
Willis  is  not  prefent  ? 

Sometimes,  hut  not  often. 

When  Dr.  Willis  takes  reft,  who  is  it  that  attend: 
the  King  ? 

A page,  and  one  of  Dr.  Willis’s  men. 

Do  no  phyfician  or  apothecary  ever  come  in  at  fuel 
times  ? 

There  is'  a pofitive  order  that  nobody  (hall  go  int 
his  Majefty’s  room  without  Dr.  Willis’s  leave. 

Who  gave  that  order  ? 

I don’t  know- — it  is  written  up  in  the  outer  room. 
Did  you  never  a(k  who  gave  that  order? 
Iaeveralked. 

What  do  you  mean  by  the  cafier  fubjeflion  to  coi 

troul  ? ....  1 

I mean  a (lighter  degree  of  intimidation. 
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Is  the  eafier  fubmifoon  to  controul,  in  your  opinion, 
•produced  by  aflual  abatements  of  the  difordcr,  or  do 
you  only  confider  it  as  facilitating  the  management 
which  may  cffefl  the  care  ? 

I conceive  it  as  an  aflual  abatement  of  the  diforder 
as  far  as  that  goes. 

Whether  perfons  who  have  been  for  any  length  of 
time  under  a degree  of  aflual  controul,  do  not,  from 
that  circumdance,  more  eafily  fubmit  to  controul,  in- 
dependent of  any  abattunent  of  the  diforder  ? 

I think  not,  as  I have  feen  patients  under  the 
ftrongeft  degree  of  coercion  for  months  together,  who 
have  not  been,  at  the  end  of  that  period,  more  under 
controul  than  they  were  at  fit  ft. 

Whether  you  have  not  known  patients  who,  after 
having  been  under  coercion  for  fome  time,  have  be- 
come more  manageable  without  any  fymptoms  of  re- 
covery appearing  ? 

Certainly  without  any  fymptoms  of  recovery,  but 
not  without  fymptoms  of  an  abatement  of  the  diforder. 

Whether  or  no  you  have  not  known  fuch  fymptoms 
of  abatement  in  confequence  of  controul  to  have  ex- 
ifted,  without  any  recovery  having  followed  ? 

Certainly. 

Whether  after  his  Majefty  has  been  fubmiffive  to 
controul,  as  by  you  dated,  he  has  not  afterwards 
grown  lefs  manageable  ? 

Certainly — but  not  lefs  manageable  than  he  was  be- 
fore coercion  was  ufed. 

When  was  it  laft  found  neceffary  to  ufe  coercion  ? 

The  middle  of  laft  week,  as  far  as  I can  fpeak  from 
my  own  obfervation.  1 underftand  it  has  been  ufed 
Cnee. 

Whether,  before  Dr.  Willis  came  about  the  King, 
the  fame  modes  of  coercion  were  ufed  ? -No. 

Whether  there  is  not  a greater  probability  of  reco- 
very where  fymptoms  of  abatement  of  the  diforder 
have  appeared,  than  where  the  diforder  has  remained 
for  the  lame  time  without  fuch  fymptoms  of  Abate- 
ment ? 

The  probability  of  recovery  is  always  in  proportion 
to  the  frequency  and  degree  of  abatement  of  the  dif- 
order, except  in  cafes  of  fudden  recovery. 

Docs  the  majority  of  perfons  in  his  Majedy’s  fitu- 
ation, with  its  prefent  fymptoms  and  appearances,  re- 
cover ? It  is  my  opinion  that  they  certainly  do. 

, Whether  you  confider  the  chance  of  recovery  in  a 
perfon  who  has  paffed  ten  weeks  without  fymptoms  of 
convalefcence,  to  be  equal  to  that  of  a perfon  who  has 
palTed  only  fix  weeks  without  any  fuch  fymptoms  ? 

I think  the  difference  between  fix  weeks  and  ten 
weeks  perfeflly  immaterial  in  cafes  of  this  fort,  the 
peiiod  is  fo  fhort. 

B a 


Do  you  mean  the  majority  of  perfons  in  general; 
have  recovered,  or  do  you  mean  the  majority  of  thole 
who  are  about  the  fame  age  as  his  Majedy  ? 

I cannot  fpeak  from  any  obfervation  of  my  own,' 
nor  do  I know  that  any  fuch  obfervations  have  been' 
made  by  others,  whether  the  majority  of  perfons  af-i 
Rifled  with  that  diforder  at  that  time  of  life  do  or  do 
not  recover. 

Do  you  confider  his  Majedy’s  prefent  chance  of  re- : 
covery  (all  the  circumdances  of  his  Majedy ’s  calc 
that  have  fallen  within  your  obfervation  being  atrended 
to)  as  being  greater,  or  lefs,  than  it  was  when  you, 
was  laft  examined  here,  or  as  being  equally  good  ? 

From  the  circumftances  which  I faw  on  the  27th  of 
December,  I thfnk  I can  fpeak  with  more  certainty, 
when  I fay  that  I conclude  his  Majedy  will  recover,  ] 
than  I did  when  I was  lad  examined. 

Was  Dr.  Willis  piefent  on  the  27th  of  December, 
at  the  time  you  obferved  the  Circumdances  you  al-  j 
ludeto  ? 

Only  for  a very  few  minutes,  and  thofe  at  the  end 
of  the  time ; but  his  foil  was  there  the  whole  Time. 

Since  Dr.  Willis  has  attended  his  Majedy,  whether  1 
either  Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son  has  always  been  prefent,  ; 
when  you  attended,  during  the  whole  Time  ? 

I have  fometimes  been  with  his  Majedy  alone,  more 
commonly  in  the  prefence  of  Dr,  Willis  or  his  fon. 

Have  you  obferved  any  difference  in  his  Majedy 
when  you  have  feen  him  alone,  and  when  in  the  pre- 
fence of  Dr.  Willis  or  his  fon  f 

Sometimes  his  Majedy  is  more  irritable  when  either 
Dr.  Willis  or  his  fon  is  prefent,  and  at  other  times  the. 
contrary. 

Whether  on  the  27th  of  December  his  Majedy 
fliewed  any  confcioufnefs  of  the  fituation  he  then  was,  . 
or  had  been  in  ? 

There  was  no  confcioufnefs  fhewn  at  that  time  of 
his  then  prefent  fituation  ; but  he  fpoke  of  his  having 
been  delirious  at  Windfor,  and  was  furpmed  on  my 
telling  him,  that  his  delirium  had  cpntinued  above 
three  Weeks. 

Whether  there  has  becrv  any  direfl  or  indirefl:  at- 
tempt made  by  any  of  the  Phyficians,  at  any  time  to 
controul  or  influence  yon  with  refpeft  to  the  account 
to  be  given  of  his  Majefty‘s  fituation  ? 

Certainly  not. 

Have  not  fymptoms  of  irritation  in  his  Majedy’s 
cafe  been  frequent  fince-you  was  laft  examined  here  ? 

Very  frequent.  ; 

Whether  the  means  of  coercion  have  not  been  more 
frequently  reforted  to  fince  that  period  than  before  ? 

More  frequently. 

' Whether 
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Whether  you  have  confulted  any  eminent  perfon 
eonverfant  in  thofe  cafes,  and  not  attending  on  his 
Majefty,  refpefting  his  Majefty’s  diforder  > 

1 have  fpoken  with  Dr.  Munro,  who  has  feen  more 
patients  than  any  praaitioner  ever  did  fee,  upon  the 
point  only  of  the  probability  of  his  Majefty’s  reco- 
very, but  not  with  regard  to  medicine  or  treatment. 

Whether  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  had  not  founded  his  opin 
ion  as  well  upon  the  rcpoits  of  the  two  furgeons,  and 
two  apothecaries,  and  other  perfon s in  attendance 
upon  his  Majefty,  as  upon  his  own  oblervations  ? 

I ground  my  opinion  upon  my  own  obfervation  only 
How  long  before  your  laft  examination  were  the 
means  of  coercion  at  all  reforted  to  ? 

I believe  only  once,  if  at  all  ; I am  not  fure. 

Do  you  then  conceive  the  irritation  to  have  been 
creater  fince  that  examination  than  it  was  before  ? 

1 do  not  confider  that  the  irritation  was  greater  ; hut 
the  means  of  coercion  were  not  in  our  hands  till  about 

the  time  of  examination.  . 

Had  the  irritation,  previous  to  the  time  of  the  exa- 
mination, in  any  manner  fubfided  ? 

Hot  fo  much  as  it  has  fince.  . 

Whether,  notwithftanding  the  fymptoms  or  irrua 
tion  in  his  Majefty’s  cafe  has  been  frequent  fince  Sir 
Lucas  Pepys  was  examined  here,  and  notwithftandvng 
the  means  of  coercion  have  been  more  frequently  re- 
forted to  fince  that  time  than  before,  Sir  Lucas  Pepys 
can  fpeak  with  more  certainty  when  he  fays  that  he 
concludes  His  Majefty  will  recover,  than  he  did  when 
he  was  laft  examined  here  ? Yes,  I think  I ca"- 

Can  you  fpeak  with  greater  certainty  with  relpect  to 
the  time  of  his  Majefty’s  recovery  ? 

lean  lay  nothing  about  time.  Wkhdrew 


The  Reverend  Dr.  FRANCIS  WILLIS 

called  in , and  examined . 


WHETHER  in  your  opinion,  the  ftate  of  his  Majefty’s 
health  does,  or  does  not,  continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render 
his  Majefty  incapable  of  either  coming  to  Parliament,  or 
attending  to  public  bufioefs  ? 

Certainly  not  capable.  . , , . 

What  hopes  does  Dr.  Willis  now  entertain  of  his  Ma 

^^ch'hoMsTthat  if  a patient  under  the  fame  indifpofition 
was  in  my  houfe,  I Ihould  not  have  ihe  lealt  doubt  of  his 

recI7}D,  Willis  now  form  any  judgment,  or  probable 
conjcfture  of  ihe  time  that  his  Majefty’s  lUaefs  is  likely  to 
laft  1 


Not  any; — I. could  not  fix  upon  any; —I  would  not 

hazard  an  opinion  of  that  kind. 

Whether,  in  his  Majefly’s  diforder,  Dr.  Willis  fees  ar.y 
prefent  figns  of  convalcfcence  ? 

About  a fortnight  ago  his  Majefty  would  take  up  books, 
and  could  not  read  a line  of  them  ; he  now  will  read  leve- 
ral  pages  together,  and  make,  in  my  opinion,  very  good 
remarks  upon  the  l'ubjedl  : 1 think,  in  ihe  main,  his  Ma- 
jefty does  every  thing  in  a more  rational  way  than  he  did, 
and  fome  things  extremely  rational. 

How  often  has  Dr  Willis  found  it  necefl'ary  to  ufc  coer- 
cion to  his  Majefty,  fince  he  was  laft  examined  here  ? 

I cannot  fay  ; but  ve>y  often:  Before  that  time,  the 
occafions  were  continual,  but  in  a ddferent  mode. 

What  period  of  time  do  you  mean,  when  you  fay  before 
that  time  ? 

1 believe  I was  five  days  before  I ufed  any  particular  co- 
ercive mode,  but  endeavoured  to  perfuadc  and  explain  what 
method  muft  be  made  ufc  of,  if  there  was  not  a ready  com- 
pliance. 

When  did  you  firfl  bigin  the  mode  of  coercion  ? 

I really  don’t  know  the  particular  day. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  keeps  any  diary  of  his  proceedings  ? 
Not  before  the  7th  or  3th  day  I was  there,  as  1 believe. 

To  what  period  did  you  refer  when  youjaid,  before  your 
laft  examination  there  bad  been  continual  occafions  for  co- 
ercion, though  in  a diffc  rent  mode  ? 

I believe  it  was  fo  when  I came,  and  for  fome  time  after  ; 
and  I underftand  from  the  Pages,  it  had  been  fo  a confidex- 
able  time  before.  _ ... 

Whether  the  King  was  in  this  ftate  of  irritation,  requi- 
ring coercion,  at  or  about  the  time  you  was  examined  here 
before  ? 

He  was  at  times,  not  always. 

Do  you  underftand  from  information  that,  previous  to 
that  time,  the  occafions  for  coercion  were  without  any  in- 

termiftion  ? . . 

In  all  probability  there  muft  have  been  intermiflions. 
Whether  the  inllances  of  Coercion,  in  whatevet  made, 
were  more  frequent  from  the  time  of  his  arrival  to  the  time 
of  his  laft  examination,  than  they  have  been  fince  ? 
Certainly  more  frequent.  _ 

Whether,  during  the  period  in  which  you  endeavoured 
to  perfuade  and  explain  what  particular  mode  of  coercion 
muft  be  made  ufc  of,  and  to  the  day  of  your  examination, 
other  modes  of  coercion  were  made  ule  of,  and  more  fre- 
quently, than  after  you  had  adopted  the  particular  mode-. 

Certainly.  . . , f . 

Whether,  at  the  time  of  vour  examination  before  the 
former  Committee  of  the  Ho'ufe  of  Commons,  the  parti- 
cular mode  of  coercion  now  alluded  to  by  you  had  been 
reforted  to  >- 1 really  don’t  know, 


lOrrCU  IO  T— icat.jr  f , 

Whether,  if  the  irritation  had  in  a great  mealure  tut>- 
fided  in  confequence  of  the  ordinary  modes  of  confiraint 
ufed  upon  his  Majefty,  you  would  have  thought  it  necet- 
fary  to  have  reforted  to  the  particular  mode  ? 

If  I had  been  confident  of  fuccceding  as  well  without, 
certainly  I Ihould  not  have  recurred  to  that  mode,  for  ma- 

ny  rc»fons’  Queftion 
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Qu  eft  ion  aepeated. 

No  ; certainly  not. 

Whether  means  of  ftronger  coercion  have  not  been  ufcd 
Ji nee  your  bit  examination  than  before  ? 

Certainly  a more  firm  coercion,  but  not  fo  teizing  to  the 
patient,  and  therefore  ufed. 

Whether  you  can  now  inform  the  Committee,  or  can 
by  to-morrow  enable  yourfelf  to  inform  them,  when,  and 
how  often,  coercion  has  been  ufed  fince  your  laft  examina- 
tion ? 

I believe  I could  not  ; I will  endeavour  to  do  it,  but  I 
have  no  idea  that  I can. 

When  did  you  laft  life  means  of  coercion  to  your  patient? 

Either  Saturday  or  Sunday,  I do  not  recolleft  which. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  direft,  or  indirect  attempt 
made  by  any  of  the  phyficians,  at  any  time,  to  controul  or 
influence  you  with  refpeft  to  the  account  to  be  given  of  his 
Ma  jelly's  fituation  ? 

1 have  once  or  twice  refufed  to  fign  the  certificate,  think- 
ing his  Majefty  was  better  than  the  certificate  implied. 

Do  you  mean  that  you  did  not  fign  ? 

I perfifted  in  the  refufal  till  it  was  altered,  and  then  I 
did  fign  it;  but  latterly  I have  fcarcely  read  it  over,  and 
did  not  mind  whether  it  was  exiftly  agreeable  to  my  opi- 
nion or  not,  rather  than  have  any  words. 

Did  you,  in  the  inftances  to  which  you  refer,  differ  in 
opinion  from  all  the  other  phyficians  attending  ? 

The  two  phyficians  prefent  I differed  from  ; there  arc  but 
two  attending  in  the  mom  ng  to  fign  it,  except  my  fon. 

Do  you  mean  that  this  was  fuch  a difference  of  opinion 
that  frequently  happens  among  medical  men  upon  the  ftate 
of  the  pa-ient. 

Very  frequentlv;  but  more  likely  in  this  cafe,  where 
the  other  two  phyficians  have  fcarce  feen  a patient  in  this 
way  for  an  hour  together;  and  I have  attended  various  pa- 
tients in  the  fame  houfe,  and  known  the  effeft  of  method 
and  medicine  evrry  hour. 

What  means  did  you  ufe  to  perfuade  the  phyficians  to 
alter  the  account,  and  adopt  your  opinion  ? 

That  if  1 had  a patient  at  home  that  had  paffed  fo  ma- 
ny hours  in  fuch  a Kate,  I Ifcould  conclude  that  patient  was 
better. 

Did  Dr.  W’llis  ufe  any  other  means  than  arguments  of 
that  kind  ; did  he  hold  out  any  idea  of  plealing,  or  dif- 
pleafing,  confiderable  pcrfoqs  ? No;  none  at  all. 

Are  you  fure,  that  on  Friday  laft,  the  id  of  January, 
you  did  not  ufe  fuch  arguments  ? 

I will  not  be  fure  that  I might  not  fay  the  alteration 
that  was  fent  down  by  a certain  perfonage  was  not  worth 
while  dtfputing,  and  at  the  fame  time  that  I thought  it 
nearer  the  truth  ; for  Dr.  Warren  did  hold  our,  that  he 
Ihould  think  no  perfon  better,  till  they  were  perfeftly 
Well,  under  fuch  an  indifpofition.  I alked  the Doftor,  if  a 
perfon,  fo  indifpofed,  Ihould  not  fay  one  fcnfible  word  in 
24  hours,  and  the  next  24  hours  fay  hut  one  word,  that  he 
vould  not  fay,  if  he  was  not  indifpofed,  whether  he 
would  not  think  him  better ; and  Ire  told  me No. 


When  you  anfwered  the  laft  queftion  but  one,  had  yot 
■in  your  memory  the  circumftance  you  have  mentioned  ? 

I had  not  ; I do  not  know  that  1 certainly  did  fay  it  ; 
but  I thought  it,  and  very  1 kely  might  lay  it. 

Whether  thofc  alterations,  fent  down  by  a certain  perfo' 
nage,  were,  or  were  nor,  fuggefted  by  you  ? 

They  certainly  were  not;  they  were  brought  down  by 

two  ladies. The  paper,  as  fent  up,  was  concerted 

among  the  phyficians  then  prefent  ; was  carried  up,  •] 
believe,  by  General  Gordon,  and  was  returned  by  the  Twc 
Ladies,  I believe. 

Do  you  recolleft  whether  the  alterations  were  made  on 
the  fame  paper  on  which  the  account  was  drawn  up  by  the 
Doftors,  or  on  different  paper  fent  down  ? 

As  well  as  I remember,  it  was  not  altered  at  all  ; but 
prnpofed  by  the  Ladies  to  be  altered.  I believe  the  altera- 
tions were  not  adopted 1 am  not  fure,  but  I think  nor 

I believe-  the  account  went  to  St.  James’s  in  the  fame 

form. 1 really  do  not  charge  my  memory  with  it  ; it 

was  not  worth  while  for  me  to  remember. 

Whether  the  converfation  you  ftate  to  have  pitted  be- 
tween you  and  Dr.  Warren,  patted  when  you  were  alone 
or  before  witnettes  ? 

Before  thofe  Ladies  and  the  Phyfician,  and  one  of  the 
Surgeons,  I do  not  remember  which,  and  my  fon. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  does  not  conceive  the  account  fent 
to  St.  James’s  to  purport  to  contain  the  true  and  exaft  opi- 
nion of  the  phyficians  who  fign  it,  upon  the  ftate  of  his 
Majrfly's  health  ? 

Yes  ; as  well  as  three  can  agree  in  opinion. 

Do  ynu  mean  to  fay  that  you  figned  your  name  to  any 
flatement  of  the  King’s  fituation  to  which  you  do  not 
agree  ? 

If  it  was  not  fo  favourable  as  I thought,  I figned  it, 
rather  than  have  anydifpute. 

Then,  in  point  of  faft,  have  you  figned  accounts  of  the 
King's  health,  which  in  your  own  mind  and  confcience 
you  did  not  believe  to  be  correft  ? 

I believe  no  three  phyficians  ever  writ  a prefeription  for 
a patient  that  was  cxaftly  conformable  to  each  of  their 
wi  flies. 

Whether  you  confider  the  account  fent  to  St.  James’s  as 
a Prefeription,  or  as  a ftatemrntof  fafts  ? 

As  a flatemeot  of  fafts,  as  near  as  we  could  agree. 

Do  you  mean  to  fay,  that  it  is  ufual  for  pliyfioans  to 
fign  their  names  to  Hatements  of  fafts,  which  they  arc  not 
fure  are  true  and  corrcft,  for  the  fake  of  agreement  ? 

I have  been  told,  by  the  phyficians  here,  that  the  opi- 
nion of  one  Ihould  give  way  to  the  other  two;  and  that 
ihpy  were  forprifed  I Ihould  hefitate  about  it. 

Do  you  mean  by  tk.c  phyficians  now  attending  his  Ma- 
jefty? Yes. 

Name  the  phyficians  from  whom  you  received  that  in- 
formation ? 

Sir  Lucas  Pepys  and  Dr.  Warren. 

Are  the  Committee  to  underhand  that  the  public  have 
been,  in  any  meafure,  deceived  by  thofc  accounts  fent  to 
St.  James's,  as  far  asthc  authority  of  Dr.  Willis's  name 
was  concerned  ? 

1 have 


\ 
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1 have  dons  my  utmoft  to  prevent  their  being  deceiv- 
ed; ' 

What  do  you  mean  by  having  done  your  utmoft  ? 

I argued  wittf  the  phyficians  as  much  as  I could  for 
other  words  to  be  put  in,  but  in  vain. 

Do  you  recoiled  whether  the  alteration,  which  you  ftat- 
ed  to  Dr.  Warren  not  to  be  worth  difputing,  was  a material 
one?  If  I had  thought  it  worth  difputing  I lhould  have 
thought  it  a material  one. 

Do  you  remember  what  the  alteration  was  ? 

I cannot  anfwer  that,  but  it  may  be  known. 

Whether  you  have,  at  any  time,  made  any  complaint  or 
proteft  to  any  perfon  in  authority  about  the  King,  or  to  any 
of  His  Majefty’s  Minifters,  upon  the  fubjetft  of  the  accounts 
fent  toSt.  James’s,  or  given  them  information  that  fuch  ac- 
counts were  not  to  be  depended  upon  as  corrcd,  as  far  as 
your  name  was  concerned  ? 

1 do  not  temember  any  thing  at  all  about  it. 

How  many  hours  in  a day  is  it  ufual  for  you  to  be  in 
perfonal  attendance  on  his  Majefty  ? 

1 cannot  tell — Four  or  fix  hours,  perhaps,  according  as 
his  Majefty  is  employed. 

Who  are  the  other  medical  perfons  that  are  ufually  in 
conftant  attendance  on  his  Majefty  ? _ 

No  medical  perfon  fits  up  with  his  Majefty one  of 

the  pages,  and  one  of  my  fervants,  arc  in  the  room  with 
him  ; and  in  the  Anti-Room,  one  of  each,  who  change 
every  two  hours,  if  they  find  it  convenient. 

What  is  his  Majefty’s  ftate  this  day  ? 

I have  not  feen  him  fince  the  morning  ; he  had  a very 
good  night,  and  was  yefterday  better  than  ever  I faw  him, 
aud  was  calm  this  morning. 

Do  vou  mean  that  there  was  a greater  appearance  of  ra- 
tionaf  interval  yefterday,  than  at  any  other  time  ?—\  es. 

Was  there  lefs  irritation  yefterday  than  before  ? 

A great  deal  lefs he  read  and  attended  to  reading  for 

an  hour  together. 

Do  you  now  confidcr  the  irritation  to  have  in  a great 
mcafure  fubfided  ? 

He  is  ftill  extremely  irritable. 

Whether  you  wrote  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  yefterday, 
any  account  of  the  King’s  ftate  ? 

I believe  I did  on  Monday. 

Whether  you  do  not  confider  the  fubfiding  of  the  irrita- 
tion, as  a neccffary  prelude  to  fymptoms  of  convalefcencc 

1 do His  Majefty  is  not  now  fo  irritable  as  he 

•was,  nor  does  the  confequence  of  the  irritability  continue  a 
tenth  part  fo  long — —not  nearly  fo  irritable  as  at  the 
time  of  my  laft  examination. 

j Withdrew. 


Doftor  RICHARD  WARREN 

t 

called  in , and  examined. 

WHETHER,  in  his  opinion,  the  ftate  of  his  Majefty'* 
health  does,  or  does  not,  continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render 
his  Majefty  incapable  either  of  coming  to  Parliament,  or 
of  attending  to  public  bufinefs  ?— — — Incapable. 

What  hopes  docs  Dr.  Warren  now  entertain  of  his  Ml* 
jefly’s  recovery  ? 

My  hopes  of  his  Majefty’s  recovery  (land  upon  the  fame 
foundation  as  they  did  when  I was  examined  before,  ex- 
cepting that  a little  more  time  has  paffed,  which  does  not 
add  to  my  hopes,  but  is  fo  little  that  it  hatdly  ought  to 
fubtrad  from  them. 

Can  Dr.  Warren  now  form  any  judgment,  or  probable 
conjecture,  of  the  time  that  his  Majefty’s  illnefs  is  likciy 
to  laft  ? No. 

Whether,  in  his  Majefty’s  diforder,  Dr.  Warren  fees 
any  prefent  figns  of  convalefcence  ? ■ No. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  ceflation  of  the  King  5 
diforder  at  any  time  fince  its  comrmneement  ? 

No,  as  far  as  I can  judge.  I vifit  his  Majefty  every 
other  morning,  converfe  with  him  as  long  as  I think  it  ne- 
ccflary,  and  form  a judgment  of  the  then  ftate  of  his  !\Ia- 
jefly  from  the  knowledge  which  I obtain  from  converfing 
with  him  : — The  reft  of  my  knowledge  of  his  Majefty  s 
ftate  is  obtained  from  the  information  given  by  the  Phyfi* 
cian  who  has  attended  from  four  o’clock  in  the  afternoon 
tillthetime  I get  to  Kew,  and  from  Dr.  Willis  and  his 
fon,  and  from  the  information  of  Mr.  Charles  Hawkins, 
Mr.  Keate,  Mr.  Dundas,  and  Mr.  Battifcombe,  one  or 
other  of  whom  are  conllantly  in  the  houfe  in  attendance. 
From  the  knowledge  thus  acquired,  and  information  thus_ 
obtained,  l conclude  that  there  has  been  no  ceflation  of 
his  Majeflv’s  complaint- 

Whethcr  Dr.  Warren  thinks  that  the  information  he 
gathers  from  thofe  gentlemen  is  material  to  the  forming 
of  his  judgment  A , 

Theft  gentlemen  have  attended  his  Majefty  from  the 
beginning  of  his  illnefs  till  this  minute,  were  about  him 
before  he  was  ill,  and  arc  perf'&ly  well  acquainted  with 
his  Majefty,  ,and  are  very  intelligent  perfons  : — From 
thefe  circumftances  I conclude  that  they  are  very  compe- 
tent judges  how  far  his  Majefty’s  prefent  ftate  deviates 
from  his  former. 

Do  you  confider  them  as  competent  judges  of  the  pro* 

grefs  of  his  recovery  ? ^es. 

Whether  or  not  Dr.  Warren  has  underftood  from  Dr. 
Willis,  or  others,  that  his  Majefty  has  been  in  a rational 

ftate  ? No.  . . , . 

Docs  Dr.  Warren  know,  whether  the  majority  of  tbole 
who,  at  his  Majefty’s  time  of  life,  have  been  alflided  with 
the  diforder  his  Majefty  labours  under,  have  recovered 
I have  been  making  an  enquiry  lately,  in  order  to  fat  sfy 
my  own  curiofity  refpeding  this  queflion  ; and  I believe 
it  will  be  ftill  two  days  before  I can  give  a falisfadory 

10{wcr-  , Where 
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Where  are  you  making  that  enquiry  ? 

By  examining  the  books  of  Bethlehem  Hofpital. 

What  circumllances,  in  your  judgment,  would  confit- 
tutc  a ceffation  of  his  Maj  city's  complaint;  as  contra-dii- 
tinguilhed  from  a cure  ? . . 

My  rule  of  judging  whether  a perfon  in  this  fituation  is 
recovering,  is  as  follows: — If  the  patient  recovers  his 
reafon,  or  becomes  himfelf  again,  only  for  an  hour,  I pro- 
nounce that  the  complaint  has  ceafed,  and  that  he  is 
mending  ; if  the  next  day,  or  any  (hort  time  afterwards, 
the  interval  becomes  two  hours,  I pronounce  him  better  ; 
if  the  interval  becomes  longer  and  longer,  I pronounce 
him  advancing  in  his  cure. 

What  circumllances,  in  Dr.  Warren's  judgment,  form 
a cure  ? 

The  patient  remaining  perfcflly  himfelf,  without  any 
return  of  his  former  complaint. 

If  the  patient  appeared  to  bcperfeflly  himfelf  for  a fmal- 
ler  term  than  an  hour,  would  Dr.  Warren  conlider  him  in 
a fl  ate  of  amendment  ? 

Certainly  I fliould,  if  the  ftateofthe  patient  during 
that  time  could  be  accurately  afeerrained. 

Whether  thofe  circumllances,  which  in  your  judgment 
would  form  a telfation  of  his  Mijefly’s  complaint,  ought  to 
be  cohiidered,  in  your  judgment,  as  ligns  of  convaiefcence  f 

Certainly. 

Whether  the  gentlemen  you  have  named,  namely,  the 
phyficians,  apothecaries,  and  furgeons,  are  perfons  who, 
in  your  judgment,  have  made  this  branch  of  Phyfick,  their 

particular  lludy  : I do  not  know  that  they  have. 

Withdrew. 

Doiflor  W A R RE  N called  in  again,  and  defires  to 
add  to  his  anfwer  to  the  laft  quefiion  but  two,  tbefe 
words— “But  if  the  interval  does  not  increafc,  no 
“ flrefs  mull  be  laid  upon  it  at  all.’’ 

If  a patient  in  his  Majefly’s  diforder  did  not  foon  reco- 
ver under  Doctor  Warren’s  care  (Dodlor  Warren  receiving 
his  information,  as  to  the  fails  of  his  patients  cafe,  from 
gentlemen  whom  he  did  not  know  to  have  made  this 
branch  of  medicine  their  particular  fluey)  would  not  Dr. 
Warren  think  it  his  duty  to  call  in  perfons  whom  he  did 
know  to  have  made  this  branch  of  medicine  their  particu- 
lar lludy  ? 

No,  not  on  that  account.  Doilor  Warren,  and  all  other 
phyficians,  aro  obliged  to  receive  their  accounts  of  fails 
from  nurfes,  and  other  unfcientific  perfons  ; and  if  they 
are  people  of  common  fenfe,  they  are  able  to  give  a very 
good  account  of  fails  ; from  the  fails  as  related  by  them, 
the  phyfician  mull  form  his  judgment,  afiifted  by  the  know- 
ledge which  he  acquires  by  vifiting  and  examining  the 
, patient  himfelf. 

Whether,  in  point  offail,  where  perfons  in  the  diforder 
under  which  his  Majefly  labours,  have  not  foon  recovered 
under  Doilor  Warren’s  foie  care,  he  has  not  always,  or 
generally,  called  in  perfons  who  made  this  branch  of  me- 
dicine their  particular  lludv  ? 

Yes,  if  the  patients  could  afford  it. 


Whether,  In  cafes  where  the  patients  could  afford  it, 
;Doilor  Warren  has  not  oftener  left  the  patients  to  the 
Icarc  of  perfons  who  have  made  this  branch  of  medicine 
their  particular  lludy,  than  he  has  attended  in  conjunc- 
tion or  confultation  with  fuch  perfons,  if  they  have  not 
foon  recovered  under  his  foie  care  ? 

Yes,  oftener. 

Whether,  as  Dr.  Warren  has  anfwered  the  lalt  que- 
stion affirmatively,  he  has  not  been  determined  fo  to  adl,  by 
a conviflion  that,  where  the  circumllances  of  a patient 
would  admit  of  that  mode  of  treatment,  that  fuch  mode  ; 
of  treatmenr  was  the  bell  which  his  confcientious  judg- 
ment could  diflate  ? 

This  mode  of  treatment  has  often  arifen  from  neceffity, 
as  it  was  rcquifite,  for  the  good  of  the  patient,  that  h* 
Ihould  be  removed  to  a dillancc  from  Town,  where  it  was 
impoffible  for  Doflor  Warren  to  attend  with  regularity, 
confident  with  his  ufual  bufinefs  : this  removal  was  necef- 
fary  for  the  fake  of  quiet  and  other  conveniences,  which 
the  patient  could  not  have  in  Town  : fometimes  from  the 
neceffity  of  coercion,  which  Doftor  Warren  has  uo  means 
of  applying  ; fometimes  for  the  fake  of  particular  nurfes  1 
and  keepers,  which  Dr.  Warren  does  not  furnilh  ; and 
from  that  diffidence  which  Dr.  Warren  ought  always  to 
have  in  himfelf  when  his  patients  do  not  recover  as  loon  J 
as  can  reafonably  be  expedted, 

Has  that  diffidence  led  Dr.  Warren  to  place  patients, 
who  have  not  foon  recovered,  under  the  care  of  perfons  who 
have  made  this  branch  of  medicine  their  particular  lludy  } j 

Sometimes. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  mean  to  fay,  that  perfons  who  have 
made  this  branch  of  medicine  their  particular  lludy,  and 
who  follow  that  branch  of  medicine  principally,  are  not 
better  judges  of  the  diforder,  but  have  only  better  conve- 
niences for  the  management  of  perfons  labouring  under  it,  j 
than  phyficians  who  pradlife  medicine  generally,  without 
particular  application  to  this  branch  of  it. 

Provided  their  parts  and  intellcdlual  powers  are  equal  to 
their  bufinefs,  they  will  become  more  expert  in  the  curing 
of  this  complaint  than  other  phyficians  ; otherwife  they 
will  deferve  no  preference  but  for  the  conveniences  they 
provide  for  their  patients. 

Whether  the  fame  would  not  be  the  cafe  with  phyficians 
who  have  not  made  that  branch  of  medicine  their  oarticu-  j 
lar  lludy,  if  their  parts  and  intelledlual  powers  fare  not  j 
equal  to  their  bufinefs  — Certainly. 

Whether,  if  nine  perfons  out  of  ten,  placed  under  the 
care  of  a perfon  who  had  made  this  branch  of  medicine  his 
particular  finely,  had  recovered,  if  they  were  placed  under 
his  care  within  three  months  after  they  had  begun  to  be 
atllidled  with  the  diforder,  Dr.  Warren  would  not  deem 
fuch  perfon,  cither  very  fliilfu!  or  very  fuccefsful  ? 

If  lie  was  a fcnfible  man  I (hould  deem  him  Ikilful,  if 
lie  was  not,  I Ihould  deem  him  fuccefsful. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  not  underftood  from  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys,  that  fince  his  former  examination,  he  thinks  his 
Majclly  more  likely  to  recover,  than  he  did  at  the  time  of 
that  examination  ? - - 

- ’Time 
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There  was  one  evening,  lefs  than  a fortnight  (ince,  that 
>ir  Lucas  Pepys  fait!,  he'obferved  that  his  Msjefty  talked 
nore  likea  reafonable  m«n,  but  th  s appearance  was  fo 
totally  gone  a few  hours  afterwards,  that  1 had  no  doubt 
of  its  being  a mifapprehenfion  in  Sr  r Lucas,  arifing  from 
his  zeal. 

Has  Dr.  Warren  any  tea  Ton  to  believe,  that  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys  is  (till  under  what  Dr.  Warren  calls  a mifap- 
prehenfion  in  this  refpefl.  . . . 

I do  not  know  what  Sir  Lucas  now  thinks  of  his  opinion 
of  that  night;  but  his  opinion  yefterday,  when  we  were 
together  at  Kew,  was,  that  his  Majefty  was  no  better. 

Has  Dr.  Warren  communicated  to  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  nis 
reafons  for  thinking  the  opinion  of  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  a mif- 
apprehenfion  ? r 

1 do  not  know  whether  I gave  him  any  formal  realons  on 
the  fubjefl,  but  I know  that  I expretTed  my  doubts  about  it. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  not  underftood  Irom  Dr.  Wil- 
lis, that  he  was  more  confirmed  lately,  in  his  hopes  of  his 
M.ijelly’s  recovery,  than  he  was  at  the  time  of  lus  former 
examination  before  the  committee  ? 

Dr.  Willis  fpoke  very  fanguinely  of  a fpeedy  cure,  foon 
after  the  time  of  his  former  examination  ; he  has  held  the 
fame  language  ever  ftnee,  hut  fpoke  in  ftronger  terms  of 
amendment  being  actually  obtained  lall  week,  than  at  any 

other  time.  . , 

Has  Dr.  Warren  ever  heard  from  Mr.  Hawkins,  Mr. 
Keate,  Mr.  Dundas,  and  Mr.  Battifcombe,  that  his  Ma- 
| jefty  is  in  a date  of  aflual  amendment  as  to  mtellefl  ; and 
that  'he  probability  of  his  recovery  is  greater  now  Hian  at 
the  time  Dr.  Warren. was  lad  examined  ? No- 


c umtr  i-'r.  v>  iucn.w«j  

Has  Dr.  Warren  underflood,  on  the  contrary,  from  any 
«r  all  of  thefe  gentlemen,  that  his  M jelly  is  not  in  an  ac- 
tual flate  of  .amendment  as  to  intellcfl  ; and  that  the  pio- 
bability  of  his  recovery  is  not  greater  now  than  at  the  time 

Dr.  Warren  was  lad  examined  ? . . 

From  fome  of  them  I have  heard  that  lus  Majefty  is  not 
In  a flate  of  amen  :menf;  bur  I have  not  talked  tothem  upon 
the  probability  of  cure,  my  difeourfe  with  them  being 
chi- fly  confined  to  faffs.  . , . , 

Has  Dr.  Warren  ever  heard  from  any  of  rheie  gentle- 
men, that  there  has  at  anv  time  been  any  return  of  n-a  on 
in  his  Majefty  ftnee  the  commencement  of  his  dtlordet  . 

Has  Dr.  Warren  known  any  infiance  of  any  phyfician, 
or  other  perfon  attending  on  his  Majefty,  fending  any  writ- 
ten account  of  his  Majefty’s  fuuation,  Hating  his  Majefty 
to  have  hern  in  a calm  and  amend,  d flate,  at  a time  when 
he  (Dr.  Warren)  had  reafou  to  know  that  his  Majefty  s 

fuuation  and  flate  were  the  reverfr? 

Dr.  Willis  has  written  letters  to  the  Prince  of  M ales, 
exprofling  his  Majefty  to  be  much  better  than  I apprehend- 
ed his  M^jefly  to  be  at  that  time,  declar.ng  proSrefs  in 

cure  that  l could  not  difeover.  r . 

Has  Dr.  Warren  had  any  difeourfe,  or  difference  of  opi- 
nion, with  Dr.  Willis,  refpefling  any  other  letter,  ot 

fame  defeription,  to  any  other  perfon. 

I was  informed  that  Dr.  Willis  wrote ^fuch  a etler, 

' twelve  oiclock  at  night,  the  day  of  the  debate  in  the  Hou 


of  Commons;  I fpoke  to  Dr.  Willis  on  the  fubjefl  of  this 
letter  the  next  morning,  and  told  him  that  he  did  wrong  to 
write  fuchan  account,  when  it  was  not  true:  1 afterwards 
enquired,  and  could  not  find  tha’t  the  Doflor  had  written 
fuch  a letter,  and  told  him  that  I had  done  him  an  injury 
in  cliarg;ng  him  with  it,  as  I could  not  prove  it. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recollefl  to  whom  that  letter  was  iup- 
pofed  to  be  written  ? _ 

The  report  was,  that  it  was  written  to  Mr.  Pitt. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recollefl  from  whom  he  received  that 
information? 

There  was  a report  current  throughout  the  town  that  Hr. 
Pitt  had  read  fuch  a letter  at  White's,  at  five  o’clock  in 

the  morning.  , „ 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recollefl  only  the  current  report,  but 
not  any  particular  perfon  from  whom  he  heard  it? 

Indeed  I cannot  recollefl  any  particular  perfon. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recollefl  what  was  ftated  to  be  the  iub- 
ftanee  of  that  fuppofed  letter? 

In  general  terms,  that  his  Majefty  was  greatly  better, 
and  was  likelv  to  be  fpcedily  well. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recollefl  in  what  terms  he  ftated  to 
Dr.  Willis  his  difapprobation  of  his  writing  fuch  a letter, 

or  the  fubflance  of  them  ? , , . , , 

That,  as  his  Majefty  was  remarkably  had,  and  under 
coercion  that  night,  he  could  ennfider  it  only  as  a political 
letter,  which  he  thought  wrong  from  a phyfician. 

When  did  Dr.  Warren  tell  Dr.  Willis,  that  he  had  done 
him  an  injury  in  charging  him  with  having  written  fuch 

To  the  bed  of  my  recolleftion,  it  was  the  next  time  of 
my  going  to  Kew  after  1 had  charged  him  with  writing 
it,  wh  ch,  if  fo,  muft  have  been  the  lecond  day  aftet  the 

Had  Dr.  Warren  then  had  an  opportunity  of  feeing  rhe 
original  letters  written  to  Mr.  Pin  on  the  day  of  the  debate 

to  which  he  alluded,  and  on  the  following  day  . 

I had  feen  a letter,  written,  as  1 thought,  by  Dr.  tl- 
lis's  fon,  dated  at  half  an  hour  after  hve  to  the  afternoon 

of  the  day  of  the  debate 1 do  not  know  whether  I U w a 

letter  written  the  day  after  or  not.  1 believe  1 might  have 
dont*  fo  if  I plfafccL 


’"Whethe  the  letter  which  Dr.  Warren  did  fee,  did  con- 
tain a juft  defection  of  his  Majefly's  fixation,  accord.ng 

to  Dr.  Warren’s  op-nion  ? . . T .r 

When  I came  to  Kew  the  morning  following,  I was  in- 
formed bv  Dr.  Willis  that  his  Majefiy  had  had  a violent 
paroxyfm  that  might,  which  came  on  at  revcn  o dock  the 
evening  preceding;  but  how  his  Majefty  exaflly  was  at 
half  an  hour  after  five,  I do  not  know. 

Whether  the  letter,  dated  at  half  an  hour  after  five,  gave 

a favourable  account  of  his  Majefty  ? 

To  the  bed  of  mv  recolleflion  it  was  a favourable  account. 
Whether  Dr.  Warren  had  any  information  given  him 
of  the  time  when  this  letter  was  received  ? 

I do  not  remember  that  I had.  . t 

Did  Dr.  Warren  underftand,_  from  any °r  itie  ot,?er 


tendants  on  his  Majefty,  that  his 

part  of  that  day,  in  a particular  amended  ftatc  . - ^ 
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Did  Dr.  Willis  make  any  reply,  when  Dr.  Warren  told 
him  he  had  done  wrong  to  write  fuch  a letter,  when  it  was 
not  true  ? 

Dr.  Willis,  by  his  behaviour,  appeared  to  me  at  that 
time  to  own  it. 

Why  Dr.  Warren  thought  it  neceflary  to  acknowledge 
afterwards  to  Dr.  Willis  that  he  had  done  him  an  injury  ? 

Becaufe  Dr.  Willis  complained  that  I had  charged  him 
with  a faft  that  was  not  true.  I made  all  the  enquiry  1 
could  to  find  out  the  truth,  and  difcovercd  that  a letter  had 
been  written  at  half  an  hour  after  five,  but  could  not  dif- 
cover  that  a letter  had  been  written  at  twelve  at  night,  and 
confequently  concluded  that  there  had  been  an  error  with 
refpeft  to  the  time;  and  therefore  that  I had  done  him 
wrong  in  charging  him  with  writing  it  at  twelve,  and  took 
the  firll  opportunity  of  rttrafting  what  I had  faid. 

What  enquiry  did  Dr.  Warren  make,  in  order  to  find 
out  the  truth  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  informed  me  ef  Dr.  Willis’s  com- 
plaint, and  faid  he  would  write  to  Mr.  Pitt  for  all  the  let- 
ters he  had  received  from  Dr.  Willis  on  that  day;  Mr. 
Pitt  fent  them,  and  the  Chancellor  (hewed  them  to  me. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  fee  Mr.Pitt’s  anfwer  to  theChancellor  ? 

Yes. 

Dors  Dr.  Warren  underfinnd,  upon  recoiled! ion,  that  the 
circumltances  which  fatisfied  him  that  the  letter  had  not 
been  written  as  fuppofed,  were  produced  in  confequence  of 
his  enquiry,  or  of  an  enquiry  made  in  his  name,  or  in  con- 
fequencc  of  Dr.  Willis's  reprefentation  on  his  uncafinefs 
upon  what  had  parted  with  Dr.  Warren? 

■ Ifuppcfe  the  letters  were  produced  in  confequence  of  my 
with  to  afeertain  the  truth. 

When  complaint  was  made  to  Dr.  Warren,  on  the  part 
of  Dr.  Willis,  did  Dr.  Warren  make  any  enquiry  into  the 
truth  of  the  fad!  of  thofc  perfons  from  whom  he  received  the 
information  that  fuch  fad!  exifted? 

The  Chancellor  faid,  the  only  way  to  find  the  truth , 
was  to  fend  to  Mr.  Pitt  for  the  letter s.  1 do  not  know  of 
whom  I received  the  information. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  ever  faw  any  paper,  purporting  to 
be  a copy  of  this  letter  fuppofed  to  be  written  at  twelve 
o’clock  at  night,  and  if  he  did,  by  whom  the  fame  was 
fhewn  to  him  5 

I do  not  recoiled!  that  I ever  faw  a paper,  purporting  to 
be  a copy  of  it. 

Can  Dr.  Warren  take  upon  himfelf  to  fay,  that  he  nev*r 
did  fee  any  paper,  purporting  to  be  a copy  of  a letter  fup- 
pofed to  be  written  at  twelve  o’clock  at  night  ? 

Nc,  I do  not  recolledt  that  1 did. 

D:d  Dr.  Warren  ever  hear  any  perfon,  whofe  name  he 
could  mention,  fay  that  he  had  a copy  of  the  litter  fuppofed 
to  be  written  by  Dr.  Willis  to  Mr.  Pitt,  ai'twelvc  o'clock 
that  night  ? — No. 

Dr.  Warren  having  faid,  that  a letter  of  Dr.  Willis’s  to 
the  Prince  of  Wales  contained  a more  favourable  account 
than  he  thought  his  Ma'efty’s  fituation  juftified.  does  Dr. 
W arren  mean  to  fay,  that  fuch  letter  contained  a more 
favourable  account  than  Dr.  Willis  believed  to  be  true  ? 

It  is  impofliblc  for  me  to  fay  what  Dr.  Willis  believes. 


Dr.  Warren  having  faid,  that  in  a cafe  where  nine  ou: 
of  ten  patients  placed  under  the  care  of  a phyfician,  whi 
has  applied  himfelf  to  a particular  branch  of  medicine 
within  three  months  from  the  commencement  of  their  dif 
order,  have  been  cured,  he  fhould  diem  fuch  phyfician  (kih 
ful,  if  he  was  a fenfible  man,  and  if  not,  (hould  think  hint 
only  fuccefsful ; whether,  if  fuch  fuccefs  had  attendee: 
that  phyfician’s  pradlice  for  twenty-eight  years,  he  Ihoulc 
aferibe  it  to  good  fortune  only  ? 

There  it  no  other  way  of  judging  but  by  fuccefs  ; yd 
it  does  not  follow,  that  that  judgment  is  right  ; it  can  nc-’ 
ver  be  fuppofed,  that  an  ignorant  man  has  knowledge,  ot 
that  a man  who  has  no  rule  to  go  by  can  aft  fy  llematicallyj 
be  his  fuccefs  what  it  will. 

Whether,  in  order  to  induce  Dr.  Warren  to  believe, 
that,  for  twenty-feven  years,  nine  perfons  out  of  ten  had 
been  cured,  he  would  not  require  fome  other  evidence  than 
the  aflertions  of  the  man  pretending  to  have  performed  fuch 
cures  ? 1 certainly  (hould. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  direft  or  indireft  attempt 
made  by  any  of  the  phyficians,  at  any  time,  to  controul  or 
influence  you  with  refpeft  to  the  account  to  be  given  of  his 
majefly's  fituation  ? 

Dr.  Willis,  on  Friday  lafr,  made  a very  unwarrantable 
ufc  of  the  name  of  a great  perfon  ; I call  it  unwarrantable, 
bccaufe  I cannot  believe  that  he  could  have  authority  to 
ufe  it  to  influence  me,  wh  le  the  report  to  be  fent  to  St. 
James’s  was  compofing. 

Will  Dr.  Warren  relate  the  circumflanccs  of  that  tranf- 
aft  ion  ? 

The  report  propnfed  to  be  fent  was  written  thus: — ; 
“ His  Majelly  path  d yefterday  quietly,  has  had  a very 
good  night,  and  is  calm  this  morning."  Dr.  Willis  de- 
fired  that  fome  expreflion  might  be  made  ufe  of,  indicating 
that  his  majefty  was  advanced  fince  the  d>y  before  in  his 
cure;  I objefted  to  this,  becaufc  I had  ample  rcafon,  from 
my  conversation  with  his  majefly,  and  from  the  informa- 
tion which  1 had  received  from  Mr.  Charles  Hawkins,  to 
think  the  contrary  true Dr.  Willis  then  faid,  “ a cer- 

tain great  perfon  will  not  fuffer  it  to  go  fo,  and  it  will 
fall  upon  you." 

Are  you  fure  you  are  correft  in  thofe  words? 

I believe  I am  ; I took  the  words  down  as  foon  as  I 

came  home Dr.  Reynolds  was  prefent  when  the  words  i 

were  fpoken. 1 made  no  obfervation  to  Dr.  Willis  on 

thofe  words  ; but,  after  talking  with  him  a little  more  on 
the  fubjeft  of  his  majefty,  compofed,  together  with  Dr. 

Reynolds,  the  following  report  : “ His  majefty  parted 

yefterday  much  in  the  fame  manner  as  he  did  the  day  be- 
fore ; has  had  a very  good  night  ; and  is  this  morning  as 
he  was  yefterday."  Dr.  Reynolds’,  Dr.  Willis,  and  Dr. 
Warren,  figned  this  report;  it  was  fent  up  Hairs,  and  was 
returned,  with  an  order  to  charge  the  words,  “ as  he  was 

yefterday,’’  into  “ continues  to  mend.’’ Dr.  Warren 

defired  the  honour  of  an  audience  ; and,  upon  dating  his 
reafons  why  no  amendment  had  taken  place,  the  words, 

“ continues  to  mend,’’  were  given  up  ; and  the  fentence, 

“ is  this  morning  in  a comfortable  way,"  was  fubftituted 
in  their  place. 
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When  Dr.  Willis  ufed  thefe  expreflions,  “ a certain  great 
5rrfon  will  not  1'utFer  it  to  go  fo,  and  it  will  fall  upon  you 
yhether  Dr.  Warren  underdood  thofe  words  to  convey  to 
him,  that  a perfeverance  in  his  opinion  would  draw  upon 
3im  the  difpleafure  of  the  great  perfon  alluded  to  ? 

J It  was  clear  that  Dr.  Willis  meant  I Ihould  think  fo. 

Whether  the  fear  of  the  difpleafure  of  that  great  perfon 
|vould,  or  would  not,  be  a powerful  motive  of  adlion  with 
Dr.  Warren,  in  any  cafe  where  his  conscience  and  honour 
lid  not  prevent  him  paying  attention  to  luch  a motive  ? 

, It  moft  certainly  would. 


Were  the  words  Dr.  *S\Hrren  dated  to  have  been  given 


1 ft  1.1V  . ’V  , 

jp,  immediately  after  his  dating  hisobjefhons  ? 

• After  I had  dated  my  objc&iont,  and  fupported  them 
With  feveral  arguments,  the  words  were  given  up  ; and 
' upon  my  faving,  “ That  though  his  majeily  was  not  rnend- 
td  linceyeftrday,  yet  that  he  was  in  a comfortable  way 
this  morning,  which  ♦Jioped  tended  to  a cure,  the  word 
U comfortable’'  was  immediately  adopted. 

Whether,  upon  Dr.  Warren  Hating,  that  he  objefted  to 
thole  words,  they  were  immediately  given  up  ? or.  Whe- 
ther there  was  any  inclination  (hewn  to  induce  Dr.  W ar- 
ren  to  Ggn  the  altered  report,  after  he  had  dated  that  he 

obiedled  to  the  alteration  ? . , ... 

There  was  no  inclination  (hewn  to  give  up  the  words,  till 
the  word  “ comfortable”  had  been  ultd. 


Quedion  repeated. 

After  my  arguments  had  been  repeated,  and  feemed  to 
he  underlined,  and  I had  added,  that  1 had  received  infortn- 
atton  from  one  of  his  Majcdy’s  attendants,  of  the  date  of 
his  majedy’s  health  that  morning,  the  words  were  g.ven 

^Whether  there  was  any  period,  after  the  witnefs  had 
declared  that  he  objeaed  to  the  alteration,  in  which  an  in- 
clination was  (hewn  to  induce  him  to  lign  it  ? 

Till  I was  completely  underdood. 

Docs  the  witnefs  mean,  by  being  completely  underdood, 
till  it  was  underdood  that  he  objeaed,  or  till  the  aigu- 
jnents  upon  which  he  founded  his  obje-aions  were  completely 
-underdood  ? , . 

Till  the  arguments  upon  which  I founded  my  objeaions 

•were  completely  underdood.  . , 

Is  the  committee  to  underdand,  then,  that,  during  that 
period  in  which  it  was  underdood  thar  Dr.  Warren  ob- 
jected, but  the  arguments  t’Pon  which  he  objeaed  were  n t 


underdood,  an  inclination  was  dill  (hewn  to  induce  him  to 
fign  the  altered  report? 

The  great  perfon  feemed  to  be  fo  drongly  perfumed  that 
there  was  a real  amendment  that  morning,  that  it  was  ne- 
celfary  to  produce  feveral  arguments  to  convince  that  per- 
fon  of  the  contrary  ; until  that  cotividion  was  obtained, 
there  appeared  an  expeaation  that  I ihould  adopt  the  words 
“ continues  to  mend.”  . 

Is  the  committee  to  underdand,  that  thar  expectation 
continued  to  appear  after  Dr.  Warren  had  dated,  that  he 
objeded  to  the  alteration  ? . 

In  the  interval  after  dating  that  I objeded,  and  before 
the  arguments  had  been  ftiied,  that  expedation  appeared 

to  continue.  . 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  did,  or  did  not,  peremptorily  re- 

fufe  to  lign  the  altered  report? 

No;— that  great  perfon  adopted  the  word  comlort- 
able,”  and  I immediately  retired  to  put  it  into  the  report. 

Whether,  fubfequently  to  this  audience,  any  thing 
nalfcd  relative  to  this  tranl'adion  ? 

Yes; Lady  Harcourt,.  and  Ladv  Charlotte  Finch, 

followed  me  down  (lairs,  and  inquired  of  me,  why  the  per- 
fon was  from  whom  1 had  my  inform  non  relative  to  his 
majedy’s  health  that  morning?  1 anfwercd,  Trom  Mr. 
Charles  Hawkins.  When  Mr.  Charles  Hawkins  appear- 
ed, he  was  atked  by  the  two  ladies  what  he  had  (aid  to 
me  that  morning  refpefling  his  Majedy’s  health  . He  gave 
them  an  account,  and  they  retired.  The  next  time  that  I 
went  down  to  Kew  I was  treated  with  marks  of  attention 
and  refpea  that  I had  not  received  for  fome  time  before. 

What  was  the  line  of  argument  employed  by  Dr.  v\  ar- 
ren,  in  order  to  convince  the  great  perfon  of  whom  he  has 
fpoken,  that  in  the  king’s  dtuation  that  mormng,  there 

was  no  real  amendment  ? , . , T . , , f 

Fil'd  of  all  1 mentioned  the  rule  by  which  I judged  of 
the  health  of  p r foils  in  his  majrftv's  dtuation,  and  which 
I have  given  in  the  former  part  of  this  examinatio*.  I then 
drew  an  argument  from  the  convention  1 had  had  with 
his  majeftv,  without  mentioning  the  particulars  of  it-  1 
then  ol  fervid  his  majefty  had  often  hem  in  the  lame  Ha  e 
without  its  remaining  many  hours  (which  turned  out  to  be 
t he  cafe  on  that  day).  1 then  brought  another  argument 
from  the  information  I had  received  from  Mr.  Hawkins. 
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Jew's,  3Q  Die 
Sir  LUCAS  PEPY 


DTD  S:r  Lucas  Pepys  ever  endeavour1  to  induce  Dr. 

Willis  to  fign  any  'epoft  font  tn  St.  James’s,  refpert- 
ing  the  King’s  health,  which  report  Ur.  Willis  affirmed  to 
be  conrrarv  to  the  true  flate  of  the  Kii  g”  fitoation  ? 

The  only  convci fation  which  appeared  at  all  like  alter- 
cation, refpedting  the  atcount  fent  to  St.  Junes’:,  was, 
whether  the  words  “ very  good  night,’'  inllcad  of  “ good 
night,”  fliould  be  put  in. 

Did  you  ever  tell  Dr.  Willis  that  it  was  ufual  for  phyfi- 
ciatts  to  lign  their  names  to  flatements  of  fails,  which 
thev  are  not  furc  arc  true  and  torietSl,  for  the  fake  of  agree- 
ment 1 

Certainly  never; but  upon  fuch  trifles  as  above  men- 

tioned, I Hated,  that  it  w.is  the  ufual  cuflom,  when  two 
out  of  three  were  of  the  fame  opinion,  for  the  third  to 
acquiefce. 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  mean,  that  that  opinion  of  la's  was 
confined  to  fuch  trifles  as  ril-ited  to  the  wording  of  ncaily 
the  fame  o,  inion  l 

At  what  time  it  related  merely  to  thofe  wolds;  and 
though  1 underfland  difl'cienccs  of  i pinion  have  arifen 
about  wording  the  account  fent  to  St.  James's,  yet  when  I 
have  been  prefect  none  have  aiifcn. 

D'd  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis,  that  the 
Opinion  or  medical  judgment,  conncrted  with  any  llatemeiu 
of  fail  of  one  phyfician,  fhould  give  way  to  the  other  two, 
and  that  he  was  furprized  that  Dr.  Willis  (hould  hefitate 
atout  it  ? 

Unlefs  the  word  “very”  above  mentioned,  maybecon- 
fidrred  as  conncrted  wiih  a medical  fail,  I know  of  no  other 
convi  rfation  upon  the  fubjert. 

Did  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  01  that  occafion,  employ  any  ve- 
hement perfuafion,  fo  as  to  bring  on  words  or  altercation 
with  Dr.  Willis,  fo  as  to  induce  Dr.  Willis  to  fign  fuch 
reports  agaiofl  his  judgment,  in  order  to  avoid  fuch  alter- 
c-tion  1 

1 was  writing  during  the  whole  time  ; and  fb  far  from 
ufing  vehement  words,  1 advifed  him,  in  the  quicteft  man 
tier  lo  avoid  all  altercation  about  trifles;  and  though  Sir 
Gtorge  Baker  and  I were  two  opinions  again!!  one,  finding 
Dr.  Willis  was  anxious  to  main  the  word  “ very,”  Sir 
George  Baker  gave  up  the  point,  and  the  report  went  as  Dr. 
Willis  had  defired  it. 

Whether  Sir  Lucas  Pcpvs  does  not  hold  himfclf  refpon- 
fiblc  in  his  chararter  to  the  public  for  the  truth  of  the  re- 
port fent  to  St.  James’s,  to  which  he  figns  his  name  ? 
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S,  again  called  in,  and  examined 

C ’rtainlv,  not  for  the  whole  truth;  as  we  confidered  it  3 
unnecell’ary  to  wound  the  feelings  of  her  Majeliy  and  thj 
reft  of  the  family,  by  faying  more  thin  was  ablolutely  nej 
| ceffary. 

Wnethcr  you  do  not  hold  yourfclf  bonnd  to  fet  you 
name  to  no  account  which  contains  any  thing  which  yoj 
j think  not  true? 

1 certainly  do. 

Whether,  if  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  happened  to  be  of  opinion 
' upon  any  morning,  that  the  words  “ continues  to  mend,’ 

I would  bean  ant  defeript'on  of  his  Mijefty’s  cafe,  and  Dr 
Warren  and  Sir  George  B iker  Ihculd  think  the  words  “ his 
i Majellv  is  in  a comfortable  way,”  more  proper,  intimating 
i at  the  fame  time,  that  they  hoped  that  that  had  a tendency1 
to  a cure.  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  would  think  hearted  unwarranH 
tably  in  giving  up  the  words  “ continues  to  mend,”  and 
agreeing  to  the  words  ufed  by  the  other  two  phylicians, 
namely,  “ his  Majeliy  is  in  a comfortable  way,”  thofe: 
wi rJs  be  ng  fo  explained  as  to  their  tendency  ? 

It  is  impofiiblc  that  thofe  wordr,  “ comfortable  way,”! 
and  “ continues  to  mend,”  could  have  the  fame  tendency,: 
and  he  of  the  fame  im-'ort. 

Whether,  If  De.  Warren  had  ufed  thofe  words,  “ hts 
j “ Majeliy  is  in  a comfortable  wav  this  morning,  which  I 
“ hope  tends  to  a cure,”  Sir  Luca:  P-pys  would  have  thought  ! 
he  aftrd  unwarrantably  in  ufing  thofe  words  in  conjunrtion  i 
with  the  other  phylicians,  fo  explaining  in  fart  their  fenfe 
of  them. 

I Ihould  have  thought  I had  arted  unwarrantably  in  fign-  1 
ing  my  name  to  fuch  an  explanation,  which  could  never  j 
be  an  explanation  of  “ continues  to  mend.” 

Was  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  of  opinion,  the  day  before  vefter- 
day,  that  he  ought  to  have  no  better  hopes  of  his  Mijefiy’s 
recovery  than  he  had  when  he  was  formerly  examined  ; 
here  ? 

I dated  yeflerday,  that  the  hopes  of  recovery  mull  be  ] 
A ill  on  the  fame  ground  upon  which  1 had  dated  them  to 
be  at  the  former  examination;  for,  though  1 law  occalional- 
ly  abatement  of  fymptoms,  1 faw  no  lymptoms  of  approach- 
ing convalcfcence. 

Docs  Sir  Lucas  Pepvs  continue  to  think  this  morning  as 
he  did  yeflerday,  that  all  the  circumfl  ancis  of  his  Majefly’g 
cafe  being  duly  attended  to,  he  can  conclude  with  more 
certa  my  that  his  Majeftv  will  recover,  than  he  could  when 
he  was  examined  bcfoic  the  former  Committee  ? 

C 2 Though 


( 16  > 


Though  the  hopes  of  recovery  muft  have  been  the  fame, 
yet  f rom  the  confiderati  in  of  the  abatement  of  fymptoms,  I 
^continue  in  the  opinion  that  I was  yefierday,  that  I can 
t'fptak  with  more  certainty  of  the  profpeft  of  his  Majefiy’s 
.‘Recovery. 

Whether,  if  there  has  been  any  error  or  imperfeftion  in 
I the  accounts  fent  to  St.  James’s,  Sir  Lucas  Pepyi  conceives 
at  to  have  confifted  in  reprefenting  his  Majefty’s  State  to 
The  worfe  than  it  is  ? 

p Direftly  the  contrary, 1 have  always  endeavoured  to 

i:jtprefent  his  Majefty’s  fituation  in  the  rnoft  favourable 

* light. 

Whether  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  cor.fiders  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
9 take  care,  as  far  as  depends  on  him,  that  the  report  fent  to 
St.  James’s  (hall  convey  fuch  an  account  as  may  not  tend 
‘'to  millcad  the  public,  refpefling  the  ftate  of  his  Majefiy’s 
^ health  ? 

•f  Till  after  the  examination  before  the  Privy  Council, 

: every  account  was  purpofely  framed,  to  give  the  public  n® 
"fort  of  information  of  his  Majefiy’s  fituation.  Since  tba 
period  we  have  endeavoured  as  much  as  poffible,  to  teprefent 
1 his  Majefiy’s  fituation  as  favourably  as  poffible,  confident 
1 with  truth,  though  without  mentioning  particular  circum- 
1 fiances. 

* Whether,  under  any  explanation  of  the  words  " conti- 
“ nues  to  mend,”  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  would  think  himfelf 

1 warranted  to  fign  a report  containing  thofe  words,  if  he  was 
not  convinced  either  by  his  own  obfervation,  or  the  infor- 
mation of  others,  that  there  had  been  previous  figns  of 
amendment  as  leading  to  convalefcence? 

* Nothing  could  induce  me  to  fign  the  words  11  continues 

* “tomend,”  unlels  I had  from  my  own  obfervation  di  cover- 
ed evident  figns  of  gradual  approaches  to  convalelcence, 
under  any  explanation  whatfoever. 

When  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  faid  there  was  an  endeavour  to  re- 
' prefent  the  King’s  fituation  in  a favourable  light,  did  he 
/peak  of  the  reports  figned  by  the  other  phyficians,  or 
more  particularly  of  thofe  figned  by  himfelf. 

I am  fatisfied,  from  repeartd  converfations  on  the  fub- 
jeff,  that  the  red  of  the  phyficians  concurred  with  me  in 
always  endeavouring  to  give  the  moll  favourable  account. 

Whether  you  know  when  the  order  mentioned  by  you 
yeflerday,  that  no  perfon  fhould  be  admitted  without  the 
have  of  Dr.  Willis,  was  firft  made  ? 

I cannot  juflly  fay,  whether  it  was  five,  fix,  or  feven 
days  ago,  but  fomewherc  thereabouts.  As  far  as  I can  rc- 
collett,  it  mult  have  been  on  Friday  lart — 1 never  faw  it 
till  I was  down  the  time  before  laft — it  was  when  1 came 
down  at  four  o’clockon  Friday. 

Do  you  recoiled!  the  terms  of  the  order  ? 

The  purport  of  it  is,  that  it  is  ordered  that  no  perfon 
/hall  go  into  His  Majefty’s  apartment,  without  the  leave 
of  one  of  the  Doftor  Willis’s. 

Whether,  to  your  knowledge,  any  improper  perfons, 
cither  by  means  of  the  phyficians,  or  of  others,  had  ob- 
tained admiffion  into  his  Majefty’s  apartment,  to  make  the 
iffuing  fuch  an  order  neceflary  ? . 

I know  of  no  perfon  having  been  admitted  into  his 
Majefiy’s  apartment,  except  thofe  who  are  in  ufualat* 


tendance  upon  him,  unlefs  Dr.  Willis’s  fon,  the  clergyman, 
may  be  confidered  as  fuch. 

Is  that  fon  a phyfician  ? 

No. 

Whether  you  have  not  obferved  that  patients  under  this 
malady  may  enjoy  a ftate  of  confiderable  bodily  health,  the 
free  ufe  of  all  their  bodily  organs,  and  of  all  the  bodi- 
ly fundlions,  and  yet  (till  labour  under  a mental  dif- 
temper? 

Undoubtedly. 

Whether  in  this  malady  there  may  not  be  a temporary 
and  partial  ufe  of  underftanding,  when  at  the  fame  time, 
the  general  mental  faculties  continue  much  deranged  ? 

Certain'y. 

Whether  or  no  the  perfons  who  are  ufed  to  the  difeipline 
employed  in  this  malady,  and  to  the  means  of  coercion,  are 
not  known  to  obtain  a confiderable  dominion  over  the  per- 
fons under  their  care? Certainly. 

Whether  you  have  not  obferved,  that  the  favourable  cir- 
cumftances  which  occur  in  one  day,  have  frequently  been 
overturned  in  the  next?  ’ ■■Continually. 

Withdrew. 


SIR  GEORGE  BAKER 

Called  in , and  examined. 

Whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  ftate  of  his  Majefty’s  health 
docs,  ot  does  not,  continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  his  Ma- 
jefty  incapable,  either  of  coming  to  Parliament,  or  of  at- 
tending to  public  bofinefs  ? Certainly. 

What  hopes  does  Sir  George  Baker  now  entertain  of  his 
Majefty’s  recovery  ? 

My  hopes  of  his  Majefiy's  recovery  Hand  upon  the  fame 
grounds  they  did  when  1 was  here  laft. 

Can  Sir  George  Baker  now  form  any  judgment,  or  pro- 
bable conji-fture,  of  the  time  that  his  Majefty’s  difeafe  is 
likely  to  laft? 

I can  form  no  judgment,  or  probable  conje&ure,  with  re- 
fpeft  to  the  continuance  of  the  difeafe. 

Whether,  in  his  Majefiy’s  diforder,  Sir  George  Baker 
fees  any  prefent  figns  of  convalefcence  ? None.. 

Can  you  inform  the  committee,  whether  a majority  of 
perfons,  who  have  been  atfli&cd  with  this  malady  at  his 
Majefty’s  lime  oflife,  have  recovered  ? 

I can  only  anfwer  that  by  conjefture  ; I believe  not. 

Docs  Sir  George  Baker  (all  the  circumftances  of  his  Ma- 
jefty’s cafe,  which  have  fallen  within  his  obfervation,  be- 
ing duly  attended  to)  think  the  chance  of  his  Majefiy's  re 
covery  greater,  or  lcls,  than  it  was  at  the  time  he  was  ex- 
amined before  the  former  committee,  or  equal  to  what  it 
Was,  in  his  judgment,  at  that  time? 

In  my  judgment  it  is  ptecifdy  the  fame.  Whetlier 
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Whether  you  eonfider  the  continuation  of  the  malady 
f four  weeks  longer,  without  any  figns  of  convalefcence,  a s 
r making  any  difference  with  refpeft  to  the  chance  of  reco- 
very ? 

My  experience  leads  me  to  anfwer,  that  it  makes  no  dif- 
f ference. 

Do  you  not  hold  yourfelf  refponfible  in  your  charafter  to 
t the  public  for  the  truth  of  the  reports  fent  to  St.  James’s,  to 
i which  you  lign  your  name? 

1 have  never  figned  my  name  to  any  thing  that  I had  not 
i thought  true,  or  very  near  true:  we  have  always  taken  it 
; in  the  moft  favourable  light. 

Would  any  argument  or  motive  have  induced  you  to  fign 
svour  name  to  a lefs  favourable  account  of  his  Majerty’s  fitu- 
lation  than,  in  your  own  conviflion  and  confcience,  you 
•.thought  the  faft  was?  Certainly  not. 

Did  you  everendeavour  to  induce  Dr.  Willisto  lign  any 
-account  of  his  Majefty’s  health,  which  he  (Dr.  Willis)  de- 
clared not  to  be  corrcft,  or  fufficiently  favourable,  accord- 
ing to  Dr.  Willis's  opinion  ? Never. 

Did  Sir  George  Baker  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis  that  it  was 
.ufual  for  phyficians  to  fign  their  names  to  ftatements  of 
tfadls,  which  they  were  not  fure  were  true  and  corrcdt,  for 
the  fake  of  agreement  ? 

Never. 1 fuppofe  I know  what  that  alludes  to. 

To  what  does  that  allude? 

It  alludes  to  this: one  morning,  when  the  report  was 

;to  be  fent  to  St.  James’s,  his  Majefty  was  rrported  to  have 

lleptfour  or  five  hours,  I think Dr.  Willis  infifted  that 

the  report  fhould  run,  “ his  Majefty  has  had  a very  good 
night.”  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  who  was  there,  and  myfclf,  laid 
: that  we  were  very  willing  to  fay  it  was  a good  night.—— 

IDr.  Willis  peremptorily  infilled  that  t fhould  be  written 
' “ Avery  good  night;”  otherwifo  he  would  not  fign  it. 

II  laid  to  Dr.  Willis,  upon  that  occafion,  I never  knew  an 
inftance,  before  the  prefent,  when,  in  matters  of  no  im- 
portance, one  phyfician  did  not  yield  to  two;  however,  I 
will  have  np  difpute  with  you,  1 will  allow  it  to  be  a very 
good  night. 

Then  you  confine  your  opinion,  that  one  phyfician  fhould 
yield  to  two  in  matters  of  little  or  no  importance  ? 1 do. 

On  whofs  report  and  authority  did  you  form  your  judg- 
-ment,  with  refpedlto  the  manner  in  which  his  Majefty  had 
paffod  the  night  ? 

On  the  report  and  authority  of  the  pages,  the  medical 
attendant,  and  Dr.  Willis. 

Whether  Sir  George  Baker  does  not  conceive,  that  if  the 
fail  of  the  manner  in  which  his  Majefty  puffed  that  night 
was  dilputcd,  the  medical  attendant,  and  others,  from  whom 
^ Si r George  Baker  received  his  information,  would  be  the 
perfons  who  could  give  the  moft  corrcdl  account  of  that  fatft 
to  this  committee  ? Certainly. 

Do  you  recollctt  whether  the  medical  attendant,  or  other 
perfons  attending,  or  any  of  them,  faid  that  his  Majefty  did 
pafs  a very  good  night  ? 

I really  cannot  recoiled!——  there  is  fo  little  difference 
between  a good  night,  and  a very  good  night,  that  I did  not 
think  it  worth  charging  my  memory. 

Sir  George  Biker  then  cannot  fay,  upon  recollcftion,  that 


they  did  not  fay  that  his  Majefty  had  paffed  a very  good 
night  ? 

I do  recolleft  that  Dr.  Willis's  fon  did  date,  that  it  was 
a very  good  night;  as  to  the  others,  I cannot  recolledt. 

Did  Dr.  Willis's  fon  fit  up  with  his  Majefty  ? 

I really  do  not  know. 

Is  it  ufual  for  his  Majtfty  to  be  attended  by  Dr.  Wil- 
lis’s fon  through  the  night?  ' -No. 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive,  if  the  medical  attend- 
ant, and  the  other  perfons  whom  Sir  George  Baker  under- 
Ilood  adlually  to  have  attended  his  Majefty  through  the 
night,  had  reported  to  him,  that  his  Majefty  had  had  a very 
good  night,  that  he  fhould  have  hefitated  to  have  fo  ftated 
it  in  the  account  ? 

I mull  obferve,  that  the  medical  attendants  do  not  fit  up 
with  his  Majefty,  fothat  our  report  depends  upon  the  pages 
and  Dr.  Willis’s  men. 

Whether  the  medical  attendants  are  perfons  who  could 
give  the  moft  correft  information  to  this  committee,  of  the 
fadl  how  his  Majefty  paffed  the  night  ? 

Certainly,— —if  the  medical  attendant  did  not  fit  up,  he 
could  not. 

W’hether  you  do  not  think  that  thofe  four  medical  at-  j 
tendants  on  his  Majefty  are  capable  of  giving  information 
refpcdling  his  Majcfly’s  fituation,  worthy  the  attention  of 
this  committee,  in  addition  to  the  information  they  receive 
from  his  Mijcfty’s  phyficians  ? 

The  four  medical  attendants  are  very  fenfible  men  ; each 
of  them  flays  in  the  houfe  twenty-four  hours  in  his  turn; 
and  I think  each  of  them  capable  of  giving  this  committee 
fatisfadlion  with  refpedl  to  any  queftions  they  may  afk. 

Whether  thofe  gentlemen  have  not  frequent  accefs  to  his 
Majefty  when  the  phyficians  are  not  prefent  ? 

They  have. 

Whether  they  do  not  examine  into  the  ftate  and  manner 
in  which  his  Majefty  paffed  the  night,  previous  to  the  ar- 
rival of  the  phyficians? 

They  ufed  to  do  fo  till  lately. 

How  long  have  they  ccafcd  to  do  fo,  and  upon  what  ac- 
count ? 

I think  it  was  laft  Saturday  morning,  that  I faw  a paper 
flack  up  over  the  chimney  of  the  pages  room,  with  an  order 
to  this  effeft  ; “ No  one,  except  the  pages,  is  allowed  to  go 
“ to  his  Maiefly,  et:ccpt  introduced  by  one  of  the  two  Dr.  ] 
“ Willis’s.” 

When  was  you  at  Kcw  before  that  time  ? 

That  mud  be  Thurfday. 

Was  the  paper  not  there  then  ? 

1 did  not  fee  or  hear  of  it. 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive  that  he  muft  have  heard 
of  it,  if  any  fuch  order  had  been  then  iffued  ? 

I conceive  that  I muft  have  heard  of  it. 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  know  of  any  inftances  of  impro- 
per perfons  having  been  introduced  to  his  Majefly’s  apart- 
ment, either  by  the  phyficians  or  others,  tocaufe  the  iffuing 
of  that  order  ?— — No. 

By  whofe  authority  was  that  order  iffued  ? 

I afked  Dr.  Willis ; hs  faid  that  he  wrote  it,  withot-t 
any  further  anfwer. 

Did 
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Did  Sir  George  Baker  eonvcrfe  with  any  of  the  medi- 
cal attendants  rerpe£ling  that  order,  or  underfiand  from 


f 


them  that  they  wei e excluded  by  it  from  entering,  as  they 
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•were  o led  to  do,  his  Majefly’s  apartment,  unlds  with  the 
permillion  ot  Dr.  Willis  or  his  (on  ? 

It  was  generally  undei'ftood  by  the  phyficians  that  the 
order  was  intended  to  exclude  them  and  the  medical  atten* 
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dants,  unlefs  introduced  by  Dr.  WiU.s  or  his 


dlllw,  U II  It  I 9 l.l'  l v»vi  UV  tu  a/  y ^ i • 

Did  Sir  George  Baker  hear,  cither  irom  the  phyficians,  or 
from  any  of  the  medical  attendants,  any  reafon  aligned,  as 
the  probable  caufe  of  that  order  : No. 

Was  Sir  George  Baker  at  Kew,  on  the  Friday  before 
that  Saturday  ? No. 

If  there  has  been  any  error  or  imperfection  in  the  ac 
count  fent  to  St.  J iratj’s,  does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive 
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it  to  have conlilted  in  reprefenling  his  Majellv’s  fituation 
worfe  than  it  is  ? 


rric  roan  u in  r 

If  there  has  been  any  error  or  imperfe£tion,  it  has  been 
in  reprefenting  his  Majelty’s  (late  better  than  it  is. 

Is  it  ulual,  when  a patient  is  put  under  the  care  of  a 
perfon  who  has  made  this  particular  branch  lus  ftudv,  for 
that  perfon  to  beconfuhed  refpc£ling  the  perfi  ns,  by  whom 
the  patient  is  to  be  feen,  or  attended,  and  the  time  ? 

When  I attend  a patient  with  Dr.  Munro,  he  and  I con- 
fute and  fettle  the  times  of  attendance— the  apothecary 
goes  in  without  his  leave — and  there  is  a certain  attendant 
or  two  always  with  the  patient. 

Whether  the  phyficians,  or  fome  of  them,  fince  this  or- 
der was  made,  have  daily  feen  his  Majifty  ? 

Always  with  Doctor  Willis. 

Whether,  previous  to  the  ifiuing  of  that  order,  and  fince 
Dr.  Willis  has  been  attending  his  Majefty,  Sir  George 
Baker  has  not  had  frequent  opportunities  of  feeing  and 
converting  with  his  Majefly,  not  inthe  prefence  ol  Di. 
Willis  or  his  fon  ? 

When  his  Majefly  firft  came  from  Windfor  to  Kew,  1 
conceived  that  1 was  at  liberty  to  vifithjs  Majefly  at  any 
lime,  but  afterwards  I found  it  was  dtfagreeable  to  Di. 
Willis  that  I (hould.  go  in  without  him,  and  therefore  1 
have  of  late  very  feldom,  if  ever,  vifited  his  Majclly  but 
in  company  with  Dr.  Willis. 

Whether  Sir  Geotge  Baker  thinks  he  can  form  as  accu 
rate  a judgment  of  the  a£lual  ftate  of  his  Majefly,  ^"rom 
converfiog  with  his  Majefly  in  the  prefence  of  Dr.  Wallis 
or  his  fon,  as  when  allowed  to  eonvcrfe  with  his  Majilty 
as  he  bad  ufed  to  do  ? 

In  my  opinion,  it  makes  very  little  ditTeience. 

Whether,  by  Dr.  Wilks’s  advice,  a courfe  of  medicine 
has  been  prefer •.bed  to  the  King,  different  from  that  which 
had  been  previoufly  ufed.  or  would^  have  been  otherwtfc 
recommended  by  his  Majefly’s  phyficians  ? 

No  medicine  has  been  given  the  King,  fince  Dr.  Wil- 
lis's arrival,  but  with  thcconfentof  the  other  phyficians. 

Quefl ion  repeated. 

1 believe  there  was  one  pill  of  calomel  given  to  the  King 
by  Dr.  Willis’s  defire,  but  I know  of  no  other. 

' Whether  that  had  the  defired  effeft  in  promoting  his 
Majefty’a  convalefcence  r 


It  had  the  common  effefl  of  purges,  and  no  other. 
Whether  before  Dr.  Willis’s  arrival,  the  peculiar  mode 
of  coercion  and  management,  which  has  bceu  fince  ufed, 
had  been  employed  in  the  fame  way,  or  in  an  equal  de- 

gree  ? ' ... 

Neither  in  the  fame  way,  nor  in  an  equal  de^e^. 

Have  they  produced  that  eftrift  towards  the  King’s  ern- 
valefcence,  which  was  not  experienced  from  the  former 
management  ? 

They  have  made  his  Majefly  quieter,  mire  manageable; 
but  1 am  not  fure  that  any  thing  has  bceu  done  by  them 
towards  conv  alefcencc.  V 

Is  Sir  George  Baker  fure,  that  it  was  on  Saturday  the 
,d  in  11  a.  t,  that  he  fi.fl  law  the  older  that  no  perfon  Ihoutd 
i,t  admitted  into  the  King’s  apartment,  without  the  leave 
of  Dr.  W ilis,  or  his  fun  ? 

It  is  a thing  I would  not  take  my  oath  to,  but  I uelieve 
it  to  be  fo. 

Did  vou  then  hear  that  any  difpute,  or  material  difference 
of  opinion,  had  taken  place  on  the  preceding  day,  between 
Dr.  Willis  and  Dr.  Warren  ? 

I had  heard  it  before  I law  the  paper,  and  that  it  happen- 
ed on  the  Ft iday. 

Did  you  underfiand  that  it  was  upon  the  information 
received  from  fome  of  the  medical  attend. nts,  who  had 
then  accefs  to  his  Majeliy’s  apartment,  that  Dr.  Watren 
had  in  fome  meafure  fupporled  the  opinion  he  main- 
tained ? 

I certainly  did.  . • 

Do  you  recolleft  that  Mr.  Charles  Hawkins  s authority 
had  been  quoted  by  Dotfer  Warren  on  that  occafion. 

I heard  that  it  had  been  quoted. 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive,  that  Dr.  Warren,  or 
himfelf  or  any  other  phyfician  attending  his  Majefly, 
would  now  be  deprived  of  the  fame  means  of  iufnrmatton, 
refpcaing  the  ftate  of  his  Majefty  in  their  abfence,  upon 
which  Dr.  Warren  then  formed,  in  pa  t,  his  judgment, 
unlefs  with  the  permiffion  or  content  of  Dr.  Willis  or  lus 

l0’lf  that  order,  fet  up  by  Dr.  Willis,  takes  place,  it  will 
not  be  in  the  power  of  any  of  tbofe  medical  gentlemen  to 

give  us  any  information.  . 

How  long  have  you  been  employed  as  phyfician  to  lus 

M£very fince  the  death  of  Sir  Richard  Jebb. About 

year  and  a half,  I think.  . , 

Has  S r G -orge  Baker  attended  his  Majefly  only,  or  has 
he  been  employed  in  attending  the  Royal  Family  ? 

Both  his  Majefly  and  all  the  Royal  ramily:  I mean  the 

family  at  Wmdfor-,  and  at  Kew. 

Is  SirjGeorge  Baker  now  employed  to  attend  on  the  Ko\  at 

Family?  . „ 

Only  the  King not  the  Royal  Family. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  dneft  or  indirect  attempt 

made,  by  any  of  the  phyficians,  at  any  time,  to  controu 
or  influence  you  with  refpefl  to  the  account  to  be  given  ol 
his  Maj city’s  fituation  ? None. 
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H>r.  HENRY  REVELL  REYNOLDS, 

called  in  and  examined. 

Whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  (late  of  his  Majefly’s 
c ealth  does,  or  does  not,  continue  to  be  fuch  as  to 
.nder  his  Maje  y ncapable  of  either  coming  to  Parli- 
enr,  or  of  at  ending  to  public  buiinefs  ? 

Jt  does  render  him  incapable,  unqueftionably. 

' What  hopes  does  Dr.  Reynolds  now  entertain  of 
iis  Majefty’s  recovery  ? 

] I think  there  are  the  fame  hopes  now  that  there  were 
More,  not  lefs,. certainly. 

(C<m  Dr,  Reynolds  now  form  any  judgment,  or  pro- 
able  conjetfture,  of  the  time  that  his  Majefly’s  illnefs 

likely  to  laft  ? No,  I cannot. 

Whether  in  his  Majefly’s  diforder,  Dr.  Reynolds 
:s  any  prefeut  figns  of  convalcfcence  ? 

Ilis  Majeftv  is  more  quiet,  more  obfervant  of  the 
monition  of  his  medical  attendants,  in  perhaps  a 
II  be:tcr  Hate  ol  general  health,  which  are  favour- 
le  circumflances,  and  which,  I hope,  lead  to  amend- 
|.  ent ; but  I cannot  fay  that  there  is  any  actual  amend- 
:nt  at  prtfent  in  his  Majefly’s  principal  complaint. 
Whether,  in  Dr.  Reynolds’s  judgment,  the  chance 
his  Majtfly’s  recovery  (all  circumflances  that  have 
len  within  his  obfervation  being  duly  attended  to) 
greater,  or  lefs,  than  it  was  at  the  time  Dr.  Reynolds 
s examined  before  the  former  Corrmittee  ? or  whe- 
:r,  in  his  judgment,  the  chance  of  his  Majefty’s  re- 
very  is  as  good  as  it  then  was  ? 

The  chance  of  his  Majefly’s  recovery  is  certainly 
good  now  as  it  was  then,  in  my  opinion. 

'oes  Dr.  Reynolds  conceive  that  the  duration  of  his 
ijefly’s  illnefs  up  to  this  time  (all  circumflances  of 
Majcfly’s  cafe  being  duly  attended  to)  does,  or 
:s  not  dccreafe  the  chance  of  his  Majefly’s  rc- 
•ery. 

The  duration  hitherto  certainly  does  not  militate 
infl  his  Majefty’s  recovery ; few  recover  fo  foon 
m fuch  maladies. 

Whether,  from  Dr.  Reynold’s  obfervation,  his  Ma- 
v doesj  or  does  not,  appear  to  be  more  eafily  cou- 
nted now  than  he  was  a fortnight  ago,  under  the 
ie  fpecies  of  care  and  management  ? 

. think  his  Majefty  is  more  eaft'y  controuled. 

n the  judgment  of  Dr.  Reynolds,  and  according  to 
obfervations  in  cafes  of  this  kind,  is  the  circum- 
ice  that  a patient  is  more  eafily  controuled,  a fa- 
irabie  circumflance  towards  his  recovery, 
t is  frequently  a previous  ftep  to  it. 
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Whether  it  is  ufual,  in  cafes  fuch  as  his  Majefty’s, 
for  phyficians,  who  have  not  made  fuch  cafes  their 
particular  ftudy,  to  call  in  the  afiiftance  of  phyficians, 
who  have  made  thofe  cafes  the  fubjefl  of  their  parti- 
cularattention  ? 

That  depends  very  much  upon  the  particular  cir- 
cumflances of  the  patient  in  many  refpe&s  ; in  the 
firft  place,  the  pecuniary  circumflances  of  the  patient 
influence  you  in  propofing  a confuliacion  with  another 
phyfician  : In  the  next  place  it  will  depend  upon  the 
fymptoms  of  the  particular  patient;  if  no  reftraint  or 
coercion  is  neceflary,  from  the  particular  circumflances 
of  the  cafe,  every  phyfician  of  experience  will,  I have 
no  doubt,  think  himfelf  competent  to  conduft  a pa- 
tient in  fuch  a cafe  ; I mean  at  the  fame  time  to  be 
underftood,  that  in  that  cafe,  as  in  every  other,  na  li- 
beral man  will  have  any  objettion  to  a conlultation,  if 
called  for. 

If,  in  this  diforder,  rellraint  and  coercion  does  be- 
come neceflary,  whether  phyficians  of  general  practice 
do  not  ufuaily  call  in  the  afiiftance  of  phyficians 
who  have  made  this  branch  of  medicine  their  parti- 
cular fludv  ? 

It  is  ufual,  and  for  thefe  reafons  amongft  others— 
that  gentlemen  who  have  dedicated  themlclves  to  that 
particular  obje£l  of  praflice,  have  ufuaily  houfes  of 
reception  for  patients  fo  circumftanced,  which  they 
fuperintend  ; from  them,  therefore,  proper  afiiftance 
can  be  procured  ; and,  as  it  is  neceflary  to  avoid  all 
caufes  of  emotion  in  fuch  patients,  it  may  be  proper  to 
remove  thofe  patients  from  their  own  families,  that 
the  objetts  which  are  moll  apt  to  excite  thofe  emotions, 
may  be  kept  from  them. 

Dr.  Reynolds  fays,  that  it  is  ufual,  for  thefe  rea- 
fons, amongft  others  ; What  are  thofe  other  rea- 
fons ? 

I cannot  recolleft  all  thofe  reafons  immediately  ; 
fome  of  them  are,  perhaps,  points  of  etiquette.  We 
Should  be  glad  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  experience  of 
of  fuch  phyficians  in  cafes  of  this  kind. 

Whether  fuch  phyficians,  who  have  made  this 
branch  of  medicine  their  particular  ftudy,  do  not, 
from  their  conftant  opportunities  of  making  obferva- 
tions upon  the  cafes  of  perfons  fo  difordered,  acquire 
the  habitof  judging  better  upon  the  probability  of  the 
recovery  of  patients,  than  other  phyficians  who  have 
not  made  that  branch  of  medicine  their  particular 
ftudy,  and  who  have  not  the  fame  conftant  opportu- 
nities ol  making  the  like  obfervations  b 

That  mull  in  a great  tfteafure  depend  upon  their 
relative  capability  of  obferving,  and  upon  their  fide- 
lity in  recording  what  they  obferved  ; thofe  being 
equal,  the  greateft  experience  mud  have  the  preference, 
t Would 
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'Would  Dr.  Reynolds  think  a perfon,  who  has  made 
this  branch  of  medicine  his  particular  ftudy  for  twen- 
ty-eight years,  and  under  whofe  care  nine  out  of  ten 
of  the  perfons  who  have  been  put  under  that  care 
Within  three  months  after  they  had  begun  to  be  af- 
fliGed with  that  diforder,  had  recovered,  a perfon 
Ikilful  in  fuch  cafes  ? 

Yes,  if  I could  believe  the  faG. 

Whether,  to  induce  Dr.  Reynolds  to  believe  fuch  a 
faG,  he  would  not  require  fome  further  evidence  than 
the  alfertion  of  the  perlon  who  dated  himfelf  to  have 
been  fo  fuccefsful  ? 

I ceitainly  fhould  require  further  evidence  than  the 
affcition  of  any  man,  to  induce  me  to  believe  fuch  a 

faG.  . 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  confider  an  alfertion  made  be- 
fo  e this  Committee,  though  not  upon  oath,  as  made 
under  an  obligation,  on  the  part  of  the  perfon  ma- 
lt ng  it,  tofpeak  the  truth,  equal  to  an  alfertion  made 
upon  oath  ? 

I conftder  mvfelf  under  the  fame  obligation. 

If  a phyfician  of  long  experience  aflerted,  that  he 
had  from  e'ght  to  ten  patients  ufually  at  a time,  for 
five  years  together,  in  a houfe,  ard  never  had  more 
than  four  patients  who  were  not  cured  within  the  year, 
aid  co  itinueci  well,  as  far  as  he  ever  knew  ; and 
that,  if  any  of  thofe  perfons  had  relapled,  he  believed, 
from  the  partial  opinion  of  their  families,  he  fhould 
have  heard  of  it : he  would  require  further  evidence 
of  the  truth  of  that  faG  ? 

I fhould  not  be  fatisfied  without  further  evidence 
than  alfertion  ; though  I do  not  mean  to  impeach  the 
credibility  of  anv  one.  . 

Whether,  in  Dc.  Reynolds’s  opinion,  his  Ma]efty  s 
bodily  llrength  has  increafcd,  or  decl  ned,  during  th- 

laft  month  ? , 

His  Majtfty’s  bodily  llrength  certainly  has  not  de- 
clined ; I am  net  competent  to  judge  of  any  increalc 
of  it,  for  it  is  not  put  to  any  exertion  ; he  appears  to 

be  alert  and  aG  ve.  , 

Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  thinks  his  Majelty  s bo- 
dily health  thriving  or  declining  ? _ 

I think  his  Majelly’s  general  health  is  improved 

within  the  laft  month.  , 

Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  now  entertains  hopes  of 
his  Majefty’s  more  fpeedy  recovery  from  his  pre- 
fent  -malady  thai  when  he  was  laft  examined  ? 

It  is  impolfible  to  afeertain  the  time  ; I cannot  ven- 
ture even  to  h xird  a conjeGurc. 

Whether,  after  it  has  become  necelTary  to  refort 
to  that  particular  mode  of  coercion  applied  by  per- 
fons particularly  converfant  in  that  branch  of  medt- 
cine,  the  patient  fo  coerced,  is  to  be  confidered  as 
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„ffeGed  with  the  diforder  in  a greater  degree  than 
before  fuch  coercion  became  neceifary  ? 

There  is  a Hate  without  turbulence,  which  equally 
incapacitates  a perfon  f.om  tranfaGing  bufn.fs  as 
the  turbulent  (late  which  does  require  coercion. 

In  which  of  the  two  ftates  is  there  a greater  pro- 
fpeG  of  a fpeedy  recovery  ? 

When  a patient  aflliGed  with  this  malady,  who 
has  been  turbulent,  ceafes  to  be  fo,  he  may  be  faid 
to  be  in  a flate  more  favourable  to  recovery  than 
while  he  continued  in  that  turbulent  flate. 

Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  knows,  or  has  any  grounds 
of  informing  the  Committee,  whether  the  m.j  >ti  y of 
perfons  affliGed  with  this  malady,  at  his  Majefty’s 
time  of  life,  have  recovered  > 

I have  not  fufficient  grounds  to  anfwer  that  quef 

U°Do  you  confider  a perfeG  flate  of  bodily  health, 
co-exifling  with  a complete  mental  diforder,  a very 
good  fymptom  towards  recovery  of  the  mental  dil- 

order  ? . , 

If  a patient  fhall  have  been  feveral  months,  per 

haps  a year,  affliGed  with  the  mental  diforder,  whicl 
dilordtr  remains  without  diminution,  1 fhould  no 
c nfidcr  perfeG  bodily  health  as  p.omilTory  of  rtco 
very  from  the  mental  diforder. 

Whether  the  improvement  of  bodily  health,  with 
out  anv  proportionate  improvement  of  mentd  Canity 
becomes  a probable  fymptom  of  mental  convalefcence 

In  a recent  cafe  I think  it  is. 

Whether,  in  the  cafe  before  us,  a flate  of  quic 
has  not  ofren  fucctedud  a flate  of  irritation,  and 
flate  of  irritation  a flate  of  quiet;  and  what  was  th 
difference  obferved  in  each  Hate,  with  regard  - 

mental  fanity  in  this  cafe  ? . ._  , 

There  have  been  frequently  fuch  vicilhtudcs,  an 
there  have  been  nearer  approaches  to  realon  in  a Hat 
of  quiet  than  in  a flate  of  tnrbulm.e  ; but  I think  nc 
invariably  fo  : this  is  to  the  belt  of  my  rccolieGio 

Was^Dr.  Reynolds  prefent  at  a difeufflon  whic 
took  place  on  Friday,  the  ad.  inflant,  lerween  D 
Willis  and  Dr.  Warren,  refpeGing  the  account  whic 
was  that  day  fent  to  St.  James's  — I was. 

Relate  what  paffed  upon  that  occafion 
When  Dr.  Warren  came  down  to  Kew  on  brich 
morning  the  ad  Inflant,  I faw  him  before  he  vtfH 
his  Mafcfty,and  told  him  how  I had  found  his  Majef 
the  evening  before,  and  that  morning  whenlv.fia 
him.  After  Dr.  Warren  had  waited  on  his  Ma,cft 
he  came  into  the  room  where  we  ufually  confult,  an 
after  agreeing  upon  the  prefcription  for  the  day  \ 
proceeded  to  confider  what  report  we  fhould  fendwu  ^ 
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Tames’s ; there  were  then  prefent  in  the  room.  Dr. 
Warren,  Dr.  John  Willis,  and  myfelf ; and,  as 
nearly  as  I can  recoiled,  Dr.  Warren  and  1 agreed 
’upon  this  report:  “His  Majefty  parted  yeftei day 
“ quietly,  has  had  a very  good  night,  and  c®J,Tl 
“ this  morning.”  I wrote  it,  read  it  over,  and  Dr. 
John  Willis  objeded  to  it,  alledging  that  it  was  not 
not  deferiptiveof  his  Majcfly’s  amendment,  For  that 
he  certainly  was  much  better,  having,  on  the  prece 
ding  day  and  on  that  morning,  faid  many  peitincnt 
and  rational  things.  Dr.  Warren  contended,  that  fc- 
veral  things  faid  properly  proved  nothing  ; but  that 
fbme  things  faid  immediately  afterwards  improperly 
were  decifive.  Dr.  John  Willis  contended,  tliat^a  mi- 
tigation of  fymptoms  was  amendment.  Dr.  Warren 
did  not  confider  that  any  amendment  could  take  place, 
till  there  was  an  interval  of  an  hour,  or  more,  of  rea- 
fon  and  jndpmcnr.  While  they  were  in  this  argu- 
.ment,  Dr.  Willis,  fen.  eame  in,  was  (hewn  the  re- 
port intended  to  he  fent  to  St.  James’s,  and  did  not 
at  firft  reading  it  difapprovq  of  it ; but  upon  Dr.  John 
Willis’s  obfe-rving,  that  it  did  not  contain  fo  favour- 
: able  an  account  of  His  Majefty’s  fituaiion,  as  the  re- 
port which  had  been  fent  on  the  preceding  day,  he  ob 
’ lifted  to  it,  corfcending  that  there  was  a material  a- 
: mendmenr,  which  ought  to  be  reported. — Dr.  Warren 
and  myfelf,  not  feeing  his  Majelly’s  date  in  the  fame 
light,  thought  that  the  report  holdout  fufficient  hopes 
: to  the  public.  Dodors  Willis’s  I think  both,  but  lam 
. certain  Dr.  Willis,  fen.  obferved  that  the  Queen  woul*l 
not  lufl'cr  it  to  go  fo ; and  I cannot  exadly  recoiled 
what  words  immediately  followed,  but  Dr.  Willis, 
fen.  addrefling  himfelf  to  Dr.  Warren,  faid,  “ that 
•'  it  would  fall  upon  him  That  expreftion  I par 
• ti cu lari y remember. — We  talked  again  upon  the  fub- 
jed,  and  drew  up  the  following  report : “ His  Majtftv 
“ parted  yefterday  much  in  the  fame  manner  as  he  did 
4‘  the  day  before,  has  had  a very  good  night,  and  is 
this  morning  as  he  was  yefterday.”  This  report, 
Avas  carried  up  (fairs,  and  when  returned,  it  was  ac- 
companied with  a deiire  that  we  would  add  to  the  end 
of  the  laft  fentence,  “ continuing  mending  I fpeak 
to  the  bed  of  my  recollcdion — This  feemed  to  Dr 
' Warren  and  myfelf  more  than  the  (late  of  his  Ma- 
qefty  authorized  us  to  fay.  Dodor  Warren  therefore 
delired  the  honour  of  an  audience  of  her  Majefty, 
.vhich  was  granted  : and  when  he  returned,  the  laft 
oart  of  the  report  was  altered  as  follows  : “ and  is 
his  morning  in  a comfortable  way,”  inftead  of  “ is 
1 this  morning  as  he  was  yefterday.”  I fpeak  from 
nemory — I have  no  notes.  Dr.  Willis  continued  ar 
’uirg  warmly  with  Dr.  Warren,  while  I was  writing 
,i|fj1"  hi  three  reports — they  were  in  the  next  room  to  that 
in  which  1 was  writing— the  door  wide  open ; and1 
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I heard  Dr.  Willis  fay  to  Dr.  Warren,  amoDgft  othei 
exprtrtions  of  difagreement  with  him  in  opinion,  that 
if  Dr.  Warren  held  the  opinion  which  he  maintained, 
that  it  impeached  his  common  fenfe,  or  fomenting 
elfe to  which  Dr.  Warren  made  no  reply,  only  de-> 
fired  the  perfons  prefent,  among  whom  were  Lady 
Harcourt,  Lady  Charlotte  Finch,  and  General  Gor- 
don, to  obferve  that  Dr.  Willis  had  made  ufc  of  fuch 
an  expreftion.  Dr.  Warren  conduded  himftlr, 
through  the  whole  of  this  utipleafant  bunnefs,  with 
admirable  temper. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  recoiled  fufticiently  the  conver- 
fation  which  parted  between  Dr.  Warren  and  Di.  Wil- 
lis upon  that  Friday,  to  take  upon  himfelf  to  fay  po- 
rttively,  whether  the  following  circumftances  occur- 
red between  thofe  perfons  at  any  tipne  that  day; 
namely,  Whether  Dr.  Willis  afked  this  queftmn  of 1 
Dr.  Warren,  or  any  queftion  to  this  effed  : “ If  a 
“ Perfon  in  fuch  an  indifpofition  as  his  Majefty,  j 
“ flioukl  not  fay  one  fenfible  word  in  twenty- four 
“ hours,  and  in  the  next  twenty -four  (hould  fay  but 
«<  one  word,  that  he  would  not  fay  if  he  was  not  in- 
“ difpoftd,  whether  Dr.  Warren  would  not  think 
“ him  better.”  If  any  fuch  queftion,  or  any  quef- 
tion  to  that  died,  was  afked  by  Dr.  Willis,  whether 
Dr.  Reynolds  can  fay  pofitivtly,  that  Dr.  Warren  did, 
or  did  nor,  anfwcr  “ No,”  or  what  other  anfwer  he 
gave  to  it  ? 

I ihink  I recoiled  thatfome  fuch  Queftion  was  pro- 
pofed  by  Dr.  Willis  to  Dr.  Warren,  but  I do  not 
remember  that  Dr.  Warren  faid  “ No;”  as  he  ad- 
mitted, that  if  a perfon  in  the  fituation  of  his  Ma- 
jefty, was  for  the  fpace  of  one  hour,  or  more,  like 
himfelf,  that  he  (hould  think  him  mended.  I remem- 
ber this  obfervation  made  by  one  of  the  Dr.  Willis  s 
to  Dr.  Warren,  or  fomething  to  this  purpofc,  “ You 
“ will  not  allow  a perfon  in  this  (late  to  be  better  till 
“ he  is  well  “ Yes,  1 will,”  faid  Dr.  Warren, 
“ when  I fee  him  have  an  interval;  for  the  fpace  of 
“ an  hour  or  two,  of  rcafon  and  judgment,  but  not 
“ till  then.”  This  is  as  nearly  as  I can  recoiled. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  recoiled  what  were  the  words 
which  Dr.  Warren  had  ufed  immediately  before  one 
of  the  Dr.  Willis’s  faid  to  him,  “ You  will  not  allow 
“ a perfon  in  this  (late  to  be  better  till  he  is  well  ?” 

No,  I do  nor. 

Is  the  Committee  to  underftand,  that  Dr.  Warren 
did  not  anfwer  to  Dr.  Willis  in  this  argument,  “ that 
“ he  (hould  think  no  perfon  better  till  they  were  per- 
“ feflly  well  ?” 

Dr.  Warren  did  not  fay  that  in  my  hearing. 

Did  he  fay,  in  Dr.  Reynolds’s  hearing,  “ that  he 
“ (hould  think  a perfon  better  if  he  was  himfelf  for 

“ an  hou  ror  two  ? Yes,  he  did 
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Does  Dr.  Reynolds  bold  himfelf  rcfponfiblc  in  his 
charafter  to  the"  public,  for  the  truth  of  the  accounts 
fent  to  St.  James’s,  and  figncd  with  his  name  ? 

I have  always  wifhed  to  give,  in  that  report,  as  fa- 
vourable an  account  of  his  Majefty’s  health  as  I could 

confident  with  truth. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  ever  endeavour  to  induce  Dr. 
Willis  to  fign  any  account  of  the  King’s  fituation,  by 
any  vehement  argument  or  difpute,  which  Dr,  Willis 
declared  to  be  contrary  to  his  opinon  ? Never. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis,  that  it 
was  ufual  for  Phyficians  to  fign  their  names  to  ftate- 
ments  of  fa&s,  which  they  are  not  fure  are  true  or 
correft,  forthcfakeof  Agreement? — I never  did. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  ever  tell  him,  that  in  fuch  mat- 
ters the  opinion  of  one  fhould  give  way  to  the  other 
two,  and  that  he  was  furprized  he  fhould  hefitate  about 
it  ? No. 

Should  not  Dr.  Reynolds  confider  the  figning  his 
name  to  any  account  fent  to  St.  James  s,  which  tended 
to  miflead  the  public  into  a lefs  favourable  opinion  of 
IPs  Majefty’s  ftate  than  the  faft  warranted,  as  equally 
culpable  in  him,  as  the  giving  untrue  information  to 
this  Committee  ? 

I fliould  think  it  highly  culpable  to  do  fo. 

When  did  Dr.  Reynolds  firft  hear  of  the  order,  that 
no  perfon  fhould  be  admitted  into  his  Majefty’s  apart- 
ment, without  the  permiifion  of  Dr.  Willis,  or  his  fori  ? 

I firft  obferved  that  written  order  fixed  above  the 
chimney,  in  the  pages  room,  on  Sunday  laft. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  know  when  it  was  firft  put  up  ? 

l underftood  it  was  put  up  on  Friday  laft;  it  was 
not  put  up  when  I was  laft  in  that  room  on  Friday. 

Was  that  the  day  on  which  the  difference  of  opinion 
happened  between  Dj\  Willis  and  Dr.  \\  arren  ? 

It  was,  , - 

Did  Dr.  P.eynolds  or  Dr.  Warren  in  any  mealurc 
ground  the  opinion,  which  induced  them  that  day  to 
differ  from  Dr.  Willis,  upon  information  received 
from  Mr.  Charles  Hawkins,  or  other  of  the  attend- 
ants who  were  then  permitted  to  have  accel's  to  his 
Majefty’s  apartment  ? 

I formed  my  opinion  from  what  I perlonally  ou- 
ferved  in  his  Majefty. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  hear  Dr.  Warren  quote  the  Au- 
thority of  Mr.  Hawkins’s  representation  of  the  ftate 
in  which  the  Ring  had  been  in,  in  fupport  of  his  ob- 
jection to  figning  the  altered  report  ? — 

1 did  hear  him.  . 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  know,  or  did  he  ever  hear,  of 
any  improper  perfms  having  intruded,  or  being  at  - 
nutted,  into  his  Majefty’.  apartment  to  make  the  blu- 
ing of  that  prohibition  neceflary  ? 


I do  not  know  any  thing  that  has  made  that  prohi- 
bition ncceffary  or  proper. 

By  what  authority  did  Dr.  Reynolds  underftand 
that  notice  or  order  to  have  been  fixed  «p  in  the  page’s 
room  ? 

As  it  did  not  feem  to  me  to  be  figned  by  any  perfon 
of  authority,  1 paid  no  attention  to  it  myfelf,  and 
made  no  other  enquiries  about  it,  except  who  put  it 
there  ; and  was  told  Dr.  Willis ; but  1 took  a copy  of 
it.  I did  hear  Dr.  Willis  to  day,  in  the  outer  room 
here,  fay  that  it  was  put  up  by  the  authority  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  which  1 did  not  hear  before;  he 
faid  fo  in  my  prefence,  and,  I think  in  that  of  Dr. 
Gifborne, 

Whether,  in  Dr.  Reynolds’s  opinion,  the  four 
medical  affiftants,  who  are  in  conflant  attendance  on 
his  Majefty,  are  not  competent  to  give  information 
worthy  the  attention  of  this  Committee,  in  addition  to 
that  of  the  phyficians  ? 

I think  them  all  men  of  fenfe  and  judgment,  and 
believe  them  to  be  men  of  integrity. 

In  what  ftate  did  Dr.  Reynolds  leave  his  Majefty 
to-day  ? 

Pretty  much,  I think,  in  the  fame  ftate  as  when  I 
faw  him  the  time  before — a ftate  of  compofure  and 
quiet,  but  not  in  a mended  ftate  rcfpeCting  his  mind. 

Whether  the  four  medical  perfons  do  nor,  from 
time  to  time,  report  to  the  phyficians  the  fevcral  cir- 
cumftances  of  hisMajefly’s  cafe,  in  older  to  enable 
thoft  phyficians  to  form  their  judgment  upon  his  Mi- 
jelly’s  cafe? 

The  phyficians  form  their  judgment  from  what  they 
hear  of  his  Majefty  in  their  abfence,  and  from  what 
they  perfonally  obferve  when  they  have  the lunou r to 
wait  upon  him. 

Whether  the  phyficians  do  not  receive  information, 
with  refpefl  to  what  paffts  in  their  abfence,  ftom  the 
reports  of  thefe  medical  gentlemen,  or  fomeof  them  ? 

They  do  receive  information  from  them,  and  re- 
quire  it  from  all  who  they  think  are  capable  of  giving 
them  uleful  information. 

Dr.  Reynolds  having  faid,  that  the  chance  ot  his 
Majeftv’s  recovery  is  certainly  as  good  now,  in  his  ..pi- 
nion, as  it  was  when  he  was  formerly  examined  before 
the  ether  Committee — Is  that  Dr.  Reynolds  s opinion, 
aLer  giving  due  attention  to  all  the  circumftance* 
l which  he  has  mentioned  in  h is  examination  this  day', 
and  all  other  circumftauces  which  have  fallen  under 
his  obferva-ion,  and  notwitbftanding  any  difference  oF 
opinion  which  may  have  anlen  between  any  of  his 
Majefty’s  phyficians  ? It  is  my  opinion. 

Withdrew, 
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Veneris,  9°  Die  Januarll,  1789. 

Dr.  THOMAS  GISBORNE  called  in,  and  examined, 


WHETHER,  in  his  opinion,  the  ftate  of  his 
Majtfty’s  health  does,  or  does  not,  continue 
to  be  fuch  as  to  render  his  Majefty  incapable,  either 
| , of  coming  to  Parliament,  or  of  attending  to  public 

bufinefs  ? 

I think  him  incapable  of  coming  to  Parliament,  or 

of  attending  to  public  bufinefs.  . 

What  hopes  does  Dr.  Gilborne  now  entertain  of  his 
Maicfty’s  recovery  ? 

I think  as  before,  that  there  are  dill  hopes  of  his 

Majefty’s  recovery.  ... 

Can  Dr.  Gilborne  now  form  any  judgment,  ot 
probable  conjure,  of  the  time  that  his  Majefty  s 

| i ilinefs  is  likely  to  laft  ? 

No,  I cannot.  ' r 

Whether  in  his  Majtfty’s  diforder  Dr.  Gilborn  lees 
any  prefent  figns  of  convalefcence  ? 

' I think  the  ftate  of  his  Majefty’s  bodily  health  is 
belter  than  it  was  three  weeks  ago,  and  that  lie  is 
more  quiet; — it  may  therefore  be  hoped,  that  thcle 
poflibly  may  be  the  prelude  to  further  amendment. 

Whether  the  ftate  of  his  Majtfty’s  bodily  health  is 

; now  perfe&ly  good,  or  has  been  at  any  time  lince  the 
commencement  of  his  prefent  diforder  > 

I think  that  can  hardly  be  faid. 

Whether  his  Majefty’s  particular  malady  arifts  from 
1 1 the  ftate  of  his  bodily  health,  to  which  D,.  Gilborne 

alludes? No,  I think  not. 

Whether  you  have  ever  endeavoured  to  influence  or 
■ perfuade  Dr.'  Willis  to  join  in  any  report  of  the  ftate 
of  his  Majefty’s  health,  contrary  to  his,  Dr.  VV  iliis  s 

jadgment upon  it? Never.  _ 

Do  you  know  any  other  Phvfician  that  has  No. 
Did  you  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis  that  it  was  ufual 
for  phyficians  to  fign  their  names  to  ftatements  of 
faffs,  which  they  are  not  fure  are  true  or  corre£t,  for 

the  fake  of  agreement  ? No. 

Did  you  ever  tell  him,  that  in  fuch  matters,  the 
opinion  of  one  fliould  give  "ay  to  two,  and  that  you 
, was  furprifed  he  fliould  hefitate  about  fuch  matters  ? 
No. 

Would  any  motive  or  argument  induce  you  to  lign 
your  name  to  the  account  fent  to  St.  James’s,  refpea- 


ing  the  ftate  of  the  King’s  health,  which  you  did  not 
in  your  confeience  believe  to  be  lubftantially  true  . 
Certainly  not. 

Should  you  not  confider  the  figmng  your  name  to 
an  account  of  that  fort,  tending  to  nnftead  the  Pub  he 
into  a lefs  favourable  opinion  of  his  Majefty  s ftate 

than  the  fad  warranted,  in  the  fame  point  °f 
giving  information  to  miflead  this  Committee  . Ye.. 

Whether,  if  there  has  been  any  errors  or  imper- 
feftion  in  the  accounts  fent  to  St  James’s,  you  con- 
ceive it  to  have  confided  in  reptefentmg  his  Majefty  * 

ftate  to  be  worfe  than  it  is  ? 

I know  of  no  error;  and  I was  ever  as  cautious  as 
poffible,  that  the  hopes  or  fears  cf  the  public -fboul 

n°Whether the  report  fent  to  St.  James’s  does  always 
contain  a full  ft:  te  of  his  Majefty’s  real  fituation . 

I think  it  impoftible  that  it  fhould.^ 

Has  it  ever  mentioned  his  Majefty  s malady  at  all . 

I think  his  Majefty’s  malady  is  eafily  to  be  collected 

Is  there  any  thing  in  fuch  reports  that  tends  to  give 
the  public  any  idea  of  his  Majefty’s  convalefcence 
from,  or  growing  worfe  in  the  fymptoms  of,  his 

peculiar  malady  ? c 

There  have  hitherto  hardly  been  any  Symptoms  ot 

either  kind  to  be  told.  ! 

When  did  you  fee  or  hear  of  the  order  that  no  per- 
fon  fliould  be  admitted  into  his  Mtjeftv’s  apartments 
without  the  leave  of  Dr.  Willis  or  his  fon  ? 

I forget  ; I believe  about  a week  ago. 

Do  you  know,  or  have  you  ever  heard,  than  any 
improper  perfons  have  been  admitted  into  his  Mi- 
jelly's  apartment,  to  make  that  order  neoeflary  . 

No;  I know  of  no  improper  perfons. 

By  what  authority  do  you  ur.derftand  that  order  ; 

to  have  been  ifiued  ? , r 

I was  told  it  was  put  up  at  Dr.  W illis  s defire. 
Whether  you  ever  learnt  what  authority  Dr.  Willie 
had  for  putting  up  that  order  ? 

I think  I heard  him  fay  he  thought  too  many  paopl* 
went  in  to  the  King,  and  that  the  Chancellor  advileii 
l him  to  dp  that,  or  fomething  elfc,  to  prevent  it. 
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Had  too  many  or  any  improper  people  been  admit 
, Jed,  to  your  knowledge  ? 

?i  ' Not  to  my  knowledge  ; — I was  not  conflantly  there, 
*;herefore  cannot  tell. 

rt  Were  not  three  perfons  of  Dr.  Willis’s  own 
:■  family,  himfelf  included,  of  the  number  of  thofc 

I toho  went  in  to  the  king  ! Yes. 

f . Is  there  not  one  of  that  family  who  is  no  medical 
' ittendant  ? 

i I One  of  them  is  a clergyman,  and,  I believe,  does 
not  call  himfelf  a phyfician. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  know  whether  any  perfons  have 
I gone  in  to  his  Majefty  at  improper  times  ; 

No  ; I do  not. 

i Does  Dr.  Gilborne  know  whether  his  Majefty  has, 
i Dr  has  not,  been  prevented  from  fleeping  by  the  cir- 
‘ cumftaoce  of  any  perfons  going  into  his  room  ? 

No — I do  not  know  that. 

Has  he  been  prevented  from  fleeping  ? Ido  not  know. 
! Did  Dr.  Gifborne  underhand  by  that  order,  that 
I the  Phyficians  themfelves  were  not  to  be  permitted  to 
| Tee  the  King,  without  Dr.  Willis’s  or  his  fon’s  per- 
, million. 

The  words  of  the  paper  are,  that  no  perfons,  ex- 
• cept  the  pages,  fhall  be  permitted. 

Then  you  did  underhand  it  to  extend  to  the  phy- 
Bcians  ? Yes. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne,  when  he  goes  to  Kevv,  make 
enquiry  of  all  or  any  of  the  four  medical  attendants 
, who  are  in  conhant  waiting  on  his  Majehy,  to  ahih 
himfelf  by  their  information,  in  forming  his  opinion 
on  the  King’s  hate  ? Yes,  I do. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  conceive  that  he  fhould  be  de- 
[ prived  of  the  means  of  material  information,  if  all 
thofe  gentlemen  were  excluded  from  accefs  to  his  Ma- 
jehy’s  apartment  ? -Yes. 

Did  Dr.  Gifborne  hear  of  any  difpute,  or  material 
1,  difference  of  opinion,  which  had  arifen  on  Friday,  the 
id.  inham,  between  Dr.  Willis  and  Dr.  Warren  ? 

None,  relative  to  the  treatment  of  his  Majehy. 

Did  you  hear  of  any  fuch  difpute,  or  difference  of 
apinion,  relative  to  the  hate  or  condition  of  his  Ma- 
efty  ? No. 

Whether,  in  Dr.  Gifborne’s  opinion,  the  four  me- 
3ical  aliihants  who  are  in  conhant  attendance  on  his 
Majehy,  are  not  competent  to  give  information  wor- 
hy  the  attention  of  this  Committee,  in  addition  to 
bat  of  the  phyficians? Yes,  furely. 

Whether  any  medicine  is  adminihered  to  the  King, 
>y  the  prefeription  of  Dr.  Willis,  unknown  to  the 
itber  phyficians  ? No. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  particular  medicine,  at 
he  fuggehion  of  Dr.  Willis,  and  foon  after  his  arri- 
val, adminihered  to  the  King  ? 


Not  without  confutation  of  thereh,  that  I know  of* 

Does  Dr.  Gifb  irne  recoiled  Dr.  Willis  having  re- 
commended any  particular  medieine,  in  order  to  meet 
and  counteract  what  he.  Dr.  Willis,  conceived  to  be 
the  caufe  of  his  Majefly’s  malady  ? 

I do  not  think  I underfland  the  queflion. 

Does  not  Dr.  Gifborne  imagine,  from  this  account 
given  by  Dr.  Willis,  viz.  “ That  from  the  particular 
“ detail  of  his  Majefty’s  mode  and  manner  of  life  for 
“27  years,  I do  imagine,  that  weighty  bufinefs, 
“ fevere  exercife,  and  too  great  abftemioufnefs,  and 
“ little  reft,  has  been  too  much  for  his  conftitution. 
“ It  is  very  early  to  give  an  opinion,  and  I may 
“ be  miftaken  ; but  I am  the  more  inclined  to  think 
“ myfelf  right,  becaufe  the  medicine  that  has  been 
“ given  his  Majefty  ever  fince  Sunday  morning,  and 

was  intended  to  meet  and  counteract  thofe  caufes, 
“ has  had  as  much  efFeCt  as  I could  wifh,”  that  Dr. 
Willis  refers  to  fome  medicine  recommended  by  him- 
felf ? 1 fuppofe  he  does. 

| What  was  that  medicine  which  had  the  effeCt  ftated 
by  Dr.  Willis,  iu  counteracting  thofe  caufes  of  his 
Majefty’s  malady,  namely,  “ weighty  bufinefs,  fe- 
“ vere  exercife,  too  great  abftemioufnefs,  and  little 
“ reft,  for  a courfe  of  27  years? 

I have  not  the  recipe  in  my  pocket. 

Does  Dr-  Gifborne  recolleCt  whether  there  was  any 
thing  peculiar  and  new  in  the  medicine  ? 

The  medicine  was  approved  of  in  confultation  by 
us  all. 

Have  you  no  recollection  what  it  was,  it  having 
produced,  as  Dr.  Willis  flares,  as  much  effect  as  he 
could  vviih,  and  counteracting  all  thofe  caufe*  ? 

I think  thefe  are  queftions  for  Dr.  Willis  alone  to 
anfwer. 

Had  the  medicine,  in  vour  judgment,  any  effeCt  in 
meeting  and  counteracting  thofe  caules  ? 

1 think  none  of  our  medicines  have  had  the  effeCt  to 
be  wifhed. 

Was  his  Majefty  gradually  better,  from  the  firft  fix 
hours  after  he  took  it,  to  the  time  of  your  former  ex- 
amination before  the  Committee  ? 

Not  materially,  that  I know  of. 

Whether,  fince  the  order  alluded  to,  Dr.  Gifborne 
continues  to  ha*e  every  means  of  obfervation  and  in- 
formation which  he  deems  nectflary  to  direCt  his  judg- 
ment upon  the  aClual  ftate  of  his  Majefty’s  health? 

Yes,  I have. 

Whether  Dr.  Gifborne  obferves  any  material  dif- 
ference in  his  Majefty,  at  fuch  times  as  he  vifits  him 
in  the  prefence  of  Dr.  Willis  or  his  fon,  and  at  fuch 
times  when  neither  of  thofe  gentlemen  are  prefent  ? 

I think  he  is  more  quiet  when  they  ate  prefent. 

Does 
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U)oes  Dr.  Gifbnrne  know  that  any  of  the  four  me- 
tal affiftants  have,  at  any  time,  been  refufed  ad- 
. flion  to  his  Majefty,  and  thereby  prevented  from 
^curing  the  information  necefl'ary  to  be  laid  before 

: : phvficians  ? 1 really  do  not  know. 

•Has  Dr.  Gifborne  ever  heard  them  complain  of  any 

:h  refufal  ? 1 have  not  heard  them  complain. 

.Whether,  before  that"  order,  any  of  the  medical 
_ endants  faw  his  Majelly  early  in  the  morning,  he- 
re any  of  the  phyficians,  or  fat  up  with  him  in 
: night  ? 

YYes — they  have,  I believe,  got  up  to  him  in  the 
)>ht — I believe  they  never  fat  up  with  him — they  have 
n him  early  in  the  morning  before  the  phyficians. 
VWhether,  fince  that  order,  they  have  hcen  permit- 
;1  to  fee  him  as  ufual,  without  Dr.  Willis  or  his 

iVs  being  prefent  ? 1 don’t  know. 

SSince  that  older,  in  what  manner,  when  thofe  me- 
tal genthmen  are  called  upon  by  the  phyficians, 
they  make  that  report  ? — Do  they  make  it  in  the 
tfence  of  Dr.  Willis  and  h>s  fon,  or  by  themlelves  ? 
lit  is 'accidental — whether  they  aie  prefent  of  not. 
EDr.  Gifborne  having  obferved,  that  in  the  prefence 

I Dr.  Willi*  or  his  fon,  his  . Majtfty  is  more  quiet, 
thinks — Whether  Dr.  Gifborne  apprehends  that 

::  reducing  a patient,  taboui  mg  under  his  d Ibrcfer, 
o a ftate  of  quiet,  is,  or  is  not,  likely  to  be  one  of 
: means  of  bringing  about  his  r covery  ? 

II  think  quret  in  be  rood  for  fuch  patients. 

Whether,  if  the  effeft  of  Dr.  Wibis’s  prtfence  is 
render  his  Majelly  moic  quier,  ir  does  not  make 

■ y judgment  formed  of  the  date  of  his  M jelly’s 

r.d  at  that  time  more  uncertain  ? No. 

■Whether  Dr.  Gifborne  does  not  chink  that  the 
Igment  formed  of  the  ll  rc  of  his  Majcftv*  mind, 
a phyfician  lteiog  his  Majtfty  in  the  piefence  ot 
..Willis,  might  be  different  from  that  which  he 
>uld  form  if  Dr.  Willis  was  not  prelent? 

'•Not  if  he  were  a phyfician  of  judgment. 

Whether  Dr.  Glib  me,  in  his  confidence,  thinks, 
er  duly  attending  to  all  t lie  circumftanccs  of  his 
ijefiy’s  cafe,  which  he  has  related  to  this  Commit 
,,  and  to  all  the  ciicumftances  of  his  Majefty’s 
'e  which  have  fallen  under  his  obfervation,  or  corat 
his  knowledge,  and  notwithftanding  any  difputes 
iich  may  have  taken  pl-ce  between  his  Majefty’s 
vficians,  <ir  any  of  them,  either  relative  to  his 
ajefty’s  cafe,  or  other  fubjeds,  that  his  Majelh  ’ 
ince  of  recovery  is  greater,  or  lefs,  than  it  was,  or 
good  as  it  was,  when  D'.  Gilborne  was  examined 
e by  the  former  Committee  ? 

The  timeelapftd  is  lliort,  and  therefore  I think  the 
ance  as  good. 


The  Rev.  Dr.  FRANCIS  WILLIS, 

again  called,  in,  and  examined 

Whether,  the  feveral  circumllanccs  of  his  Majefty’s 
cafe,  which  have  fallen  within  your  obfervation,  or  come 
to  your  knowledge,  being  duly  attended  to,  you,  in  your 
confcience,  think  that  the  chance  of  his  Majefty’s  re- 
covery is  greater,  or  lefs,  than,  or  as  good  as,  it  was 
when  you  was  examined  before  the  former  committee  ? 

Much  greater. 

When  Dr.  Willis  fays,  that  the  chance  of  his  Majefty’s 
recovery  is  much  greater,  does  he  found  his  idea  that  the 
chance  is  much  greater  upon  his  obfervation  that,  in  his 
Mijelty’s  cafe,  fuch  circumllancrs  have  occurred  as  he  has 
ulua'ly  obferved  in  the  cale  of  pnfons  who  have  laboured 
under  the  fame  malady  and  afterwards  recovered  ? 

Certainly.  Yes. 

Does  Dr.  Willis  confider  his  Majefty’s  age  as  making  a 
material  difference  in  the  chance  ot  his  Majefiy’s  re- 
covering or  not  recovering,  after  duly  attending  to  all  the 
circumftances  of  his  M. jelly’s  cafe  which  have  fallen  with- 
in his  obfervation,  and  come  to  his  knowledge? 

I do  not  judge  that  the  age  is  of  any  (ignification,  unlefs 
the  patient  had  been  atff  fled  before  with  the  lame  malady. 

Dr.  WiUis  having  (fated  to  the  committee,  that  his 
Majelly,  a foitnighr  ago,  would  take  up  books  and  could 
not  read  a line,  but  that  he  will  now  read  feveral  pages, 
and  make,  in  his  opinion,  very  good  temarks  upon  the  fub- 
j ject  ; Does  Dr.  Willis’s  obfervation  and  experience  of 
j v.  hai  has  happened  in  other  caf-s,  enable  him  to  fay  that 
I fuch  a circumilance  does,  or  dors  not,  afford  him  a more 
folid  g'  nu  id  of  hopeof  his  Majefty’s  recovery,  thanhehad 
when  he  was  examined  before  the  burner  committee  ? 

Certainly  a moic  folid  giound  of  hopeof  his  Majefty’s 
recovery 

Is  that  hope  ihe  effrfl  of  the  Doflnr’s  iudgmenr,  formed 

upon  his  experience  of  27  or  28  fears  ? --Certainly. 

1 In  the  judgment  of  Dr.  Willis,  »h  has  fdlt|  that  his 
j Majelly  s very  irritable,  is  his  Majtfty  more  nr  lefs  fre- 
quently in  an  aflui!  ft  te  of  ir r ration  than  he  was  about 
the  time  when  Dr.  Willis  was  exam  iv  d before  the  former 
committee  ? 

Nothing  near  f>  frequently  irritated  ; and  when  irtitated, 
the  irritation  do  s not  laft  a tenth  part  fo  long. 

Has  Dr  WiUis,  in  his  obfervation  and  experience,  or 
has  he  not,  rema  ked,  t '•  ai  a change  f t c lame  nature  has 
ufually  taken  place  in  the  cafcol  pauenls  who  have  after- 
wards reenvere  f~  ■ ■ Yes, 

Dr.  Willis  having  laid,  in  his  examination  bef  re  the 
formercommitiee,  that  his  Majelty’s  irriiasion  had  then  io 
a grtat  meafure  fublided  ; did  Dr.  Willis  nvan,  when  he 
fo  expreffad  himfelf,  that  the  irritation  was  at  that  time  lefs 
than  it  had  been  when  he  firll:  f>w  his  M«jefty : or  did  he 
mean  to  fugged,  that  the  irr  tation  had  then  fubftded  in 
fuch  a degree  as  to  make  what  Dr.  Willis  calls  firm  coer- 
cion unneerffary? 

1 was  at  that  lime  in  hopes  that  the  irritability  would  not 
I be  fo  great  as  to  xequire  any  firm  coercion}  and  perhaps. 

Hid 
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hat!  there  teen  no  blifters  applied  to  his  Majerty's  legs, 
which  had  an  effeft  upon  his  nervous  fyftem,  which  I was 
not  aware  of,  from  being  told  that  his  Majefty  was  fcarce 
fcnfible  of  the  blillers  that  had  been  applied  at  Windfor, 
there  never  would  have  been  any  occafion  forfuch  coercion; 
but  his  Majclly’s  blifters  not  operating  kindly,  had  a very 
extraordinary  cffefl,  as  I thought,  upon  his  whole  fyftem, 
and  made  me  fenfible  that  we  were  wrong  in  applying  the 
blillers — though  perhaps  in  the  end  they  may  not  have  re- 
tarded acute:  for  the  fame  medicines  that  1 apprehend  had 
abated  his  Majefty’s  irritability  at  that  time,  have  been 
continued  ever  fince,  except  about  eight  days;  and  I have 
reafon  to  think,  has  had  the  intended  cffedV. 

.'V  hether,  in  point  of  fa£l,  when  Dr.  Willis  was  exa- 
mined before  the  former  committee,  his  Majefty’s  irritation 
at  that  time  had  in  a great  meafurc  fubfided  ? 

It  had  fubfided  greatly,  in  comparifon  to  what  it  was 
when  I firft  came,  and  firft  faw  his  Majefty,  and  gave  me 
great  hopes  that  the  medicine  was  given  with  a proper  in- 
eention. 

What  did  the  medicine,  which  has  had  the  effedt  you 
4>eak  of,  confill  of? 

The  bark  and  faline  medicines  occafionally.  The  bark 
fometimes  every  four  hours,  and  form-times  a faline  draught. 

Whether  any  pills  were  part  of  this  fyliem  of  medicine  ? 

We  thought  itnecefiary  to  give  occafionally,  within  thofe 
eight  days,  alterative  pills,  with  a very  trilling  part  of 
calomel. 

Whether  his  Majefty  had  not  taken  bark  before  you  pre- 
ferred for  him  ? 

1 underflood  his  Majefty  had  at  Windfor,  for  one  day  or 
two, — but  1 do  not  know;  upon  enquiry,  it  was  thought 
his  Majefty  was  calmer  afterwards. 

Whether  the  medicine  which  you  mentioned  in  your  ex- 
amination before  the  former  committee,  as  having  been 
given  his  Majclly  fince  the  Sunday  preceding  that  examina- 
tion, was,  according  to  the  accounts  which  you  had  receiv- 
ed, underftood  to  be  different  from  the  medicine  which  his 
Majefty  had  been  in  the  courfe  of  taking  for  fome  time  be- 
fore that  Sunday  ? 

Very  different,  to  the  bell  of  my  memory  and  informa- 
tion; lodeed  it  was  mentioned  to  me,  that  it  was  intended 
to  give  his  Majefty  that  medicine,  if  they  had  notexpedled 
my  coming. 

Whether  you,  when  you  firft  attended  his  Majefty,  did 
not  look  over  the  file  of  preferiptions  made  before  you  came 
to  attend  his  Majefiy  ? 

I did  not,  but  had  a general  accovnt  from  Dr.  Warren, 
as  we  went  down  to  Kew,  what  medicines  had  been  given. 

Dr.  Willis  having  faid,  in  his  examination  before  the 
committee,  that  he  kept  a houfe  for  28  years  for  the  recep- 
tion of  perfons  aftlidted  with  this  diforder;  whether  he  can 
give  to  the  committee  an  account  of  the  grofs  number  of 
perfons  entertained  in  his  houfe,  from  his  firft  admitting 
fuch  patients,  to  the  prefent  time? — I can  give  no  account. 

If  you  can  give  no  account  at  prefent,  have  you  no 
means,  bv  confuting  your  papers,  of  giving  that  informa- 
tion to  the  committee? 

Not  any;  I have  not  kept  any  account  at  all. 


Can  you  inform  the  committee  what  number  of  perfor 
have  been  difmiffcd  from  your  houfe  as  radically  curci 
from  the  beginning  of  your  undertaking  this  bufinefs? 

lean  give  no  account;  nor  have  I been  confined  to  or 
houie  or  ten  houfes,  bccaufe  I put  the  patients  to  fuc 
placesas  fuitcd  their  pecuniary circumftances. 

Having  faid  that  this  bufincls  was  not  confined  to  one,  bt 
to  many  houfes,  whether  you  can  give  any  account  upc 
the  whole  of  the  number  of  perfons  radically  cured  ? 

Not  at  all. 

If  you  can  give  no  account  to  the  committee  of  the  who 
number  of  perfons  that  have  been  received  at  your  houfe 
and  no  account  of  the  number  of  patients  that  have  b»o 
difnv.ffed  from  your  houfes  as  radically  cured,  upon  wh. 
ground  did  you  fay,  in  your  former  examination,  that  yo 
do  not  think  you  Ihould  fpeak  falfe,  if  you  faid,  that  nil' 
out  of  ten,  of  thofe  that  had  been  put  under  your  care,  witl 
in  three  months  after  they  had  begun  to  be  affliftetl  wit 
the  diforder,  had  recovered? 

My  firft  calculation  and  obfervation,  corce  ning  tl 
numbers  cured,  was  from  my  remarking  that  the  firft  fiftec 
were  cured  ; and  I had  often  r'ccollciffed,  upon  rctrofpet 
tion,  that  ten  had  gone  together,  and  that  I very  rare! 
miffed  curing  ar.y  that  I had  fo  early  under  my  care; 
mean  radically  cured. 

Whether,  from  all  the  circumftances  Dr.  Willis  h; 
dated,  in  hisanfwersto  the  preceding  queflions,  relative  1 
the  aflual  flare  of  his  Majefty’s  health,  he  has  reafon  1 
entertain  hopes  of  his  Majefty’s  more  fpoedy  recovery,  tha 
when  he  was  examined  before  the  former  committee  ? 

Yes. 

Upon  what  particular  grounds  are  thofe  hopes  founded  ? 

Bccaufe  evciy  bad  fymptom  is  abated,  and  his  Majefi 
will  attend  to  any  fubjeft,  in  a much  better  manner  than 
ever  hoped  he  would  do  within  this  period  of  time. 

Whether,  in  thofe  patients  who  have  been  complcat! 
cured  within  five  or  fix  months,  a confiderable  progrefs  t' 
wards  acls  ofconvalefcence  has  been  generally  made  witlii 
the  firft  month  ? No. 

Has  the  progrefs  now  made  in  his  Majefty’s  cafe,  bee 
as  great,  or  greater,  than  has  been  ufually  made  within  tl 
fame  time  in  fuch  cafes? 1 think  greater. 

In  Dr.  Willis’s  anfwer  to  the  fccond  queftion  put  to  hinft 
when  he  was  laft  examined  before  this  committee,  why  h 
he  fpuken  lefs  pofitively  of  the  certainty  of  his  Majefty 
cure,  as  at  prefent  fituated,  than  he  would  of  a patiei 
undci  the  fame  indifpofition  in  his  houfe? 

On  account  of  his  ftation  in  life,  which  requires  morea 
tendance,  atid  more  perfons  to  fee  his  Majefty : alfo,  h 
Majeftt's  ideas  of  who  he  is,  and  the  feelings  that  hispri 
fent  indifpofition  may  occafion. 

Whether  patients  labcuring  under  this  indifpofitio: 
while  under  Dr.  Willis’s  care,  are  ufually  under  fuch 
degree  of  controul  in  his  prefence,  as  to  influence  the 
eonverfation  and  behaviour? Very  frequently. 

Whether  a perfon,  who  has  not  particularly  dedicau 
himfelf  to  this  branch  of  medicine,  is  able  to  form  a certai 
judgment  of  the  ftate  of  the  mind  of  a patient  foaffliifted,  k 
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singand  converting  with  fuch  patient  only  in  the  prefence 
Dr.  Willis,  or  of  any  other  perl’on  who  has  acquired  the- 
me degree  of  influence  over  the  patient? 
lYes,  if  they  coqvcrfe  with  them  for  a length  of  time 
frequently. 

Dr.  Willis  having  faid  tliat  he  can  give  no  account  of 
e numbers  who  have  been  under  his  care,  he  is  defired  to 
form  the  committee,  as  well  as  he  can  from  memory, 
nat  the  number  may  have  been? 

IThey  certainly  amount  to  many  hundreds;  I have  at- 
nded  many  in  Nottinghamlhire  and  Yorkshire,  who  were 
: t in  my  houfe. 

1 Dr.  Willis  having  faiil  that  his  firft  fifteen  patients  were 
red,  and  had  often  recollcfled,  on  retrofpedlion,  that  ten 
d gone  together;  docs  he  mean  to  fav,  that  he  had  often 
collefted  one  infiance  of  ten  going  together,  or  that  he 
H recolledlcd  many  infianccs  of  ten  going  together? 
-Several  infiances  of  ten  going  away  lucceltively. 

!Does  Dr.  Willis  mean  that  ten  perfons,  who  had  come 
ccefiively  one  after  another,  had  all  gone  away  cured, 

. -r.fequently  that  no  one  of  thofe  ten  had  remained  un- 
red: 1 mean  that. 

From  Dr.  Willis’s  obfervations  upon  hi;  Majefty  fince 
i examination  before  the  former  committee,  is  he  con- 
-med  or  altered  in  his  opinion,  that  weighty  bufiuefs, 
ere  excrcife,  too  great  abfiemioofnefs,  and  little  reft, 
vc  contributed  to  occafion  his  Majefiy’s  prefent  com- 
■inr  ? Yes,  confirmed. 

From  whence  do  you  derive  this  confirmation  of  your 

n'on: From  quiet  and  the  cfledf  of  tonic  medicines. 

■Whether  thofe  circumftancrs  which  Dr.  Willis  has  par* 
ularly  mentioned,  in  ftatingthe  ground  of  his  more  fa- 
arable  hopes  of  his  Majcfiy’s  recovery,  have  been  com- 

■ nicated  or  known  to  the  other  phyficians  ? 

i have  told  the  phyficians  my  opinion,  and  gave  my  rea- 
s for  it,  and  have  kept  nothing  a fecret  from  them. 
\Vhether  the  pills  you  mention  to  have  been  given  his 
■jelly  within  thefe  eight  days,  have  been  given  upon 
tr  fuggeliion? Yes. 

Whether  you  recoiled!  if  any  pill,  with  a portion  of 
amel  in  it,  had  been  given  a"  little  before  the  time  tf 
ir  former  examination  ? 

fes;  it  was  the  fuft  night  I came,  I believe  it  made 
a pills;  and  it  was  thought  right  that  his  Majefiy  Ihould 

■ e a cathartic  draught  the  morning  after,  in  order  to 
nare  him  for  the  bark. 

Whether  the  Calomel  pills  were  the  medicine  which 
i alluded  to,  when,  in  your  former  ctara  nation,  yeu 
, “ that  the  medicine  given  his  Majefiy  ever  fince  Sun- 
ay  morning,  ;nd  it  tended  to  meet  and  counteract  the 
aufes  of  his  Majefiy’s  malady,  had  as  much  cflldl  as 
ou  could  wilh  ?” 

'he  pith  and  the  draught  were,  as  I faid  before,  ptepa- 
ve  tohistaking  the  hark,  which  was  the  m dicine  1 
■led  to. 

Vhether  the  bark  was  given,  at  the  time  alluded  to 
tour  fuggefinn  . 

Withdrew. 
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Dr.  RICHARD  WARREN 

dgain  called  in,  and  examined. 

Dr.  Warren  defires  the  two  following  queftions  and 
anfwers  to  be  read  ; viz. 

Qi.  Whether  Dr.  Warren  ever  faw  any  paper,  pur- 
“ porting  to  be  a copy  of  this  letter  fuppefed  to  be  writ- 
“ ten  at  twelve  o’clock  at  night ; and  if  he  did, by  whom 
“ the  fame  was  fhewn  to  him  ?” 

A.  “ I do  not  rscolled!  that  I ever  faw  a paper  pur- 
“ porting  to  be  a copy  of  it. 

Q^_“  Can  Dr.  Warren  take  upon  himfelf  to  fay,  that 
“ lie  never  did  fee  any  paper  purporting  to  be  a copy  of 
the  letter  fuppofed  to  be  written  at  twelve  o’clock  at 
night  ?” 

A.  “ No  ; I do  not  recoiled!  that  I did.” 

Dr.  Warren  then  flated, 

Late  on  Wednefday  night,  the  committee  alked  me 
whether  I had  not  feen  a copy,  or  fomething  that  pur- 
ported to  be  the  copy  of  a letter  fuppofed  to  be  written 
by  Dr.  Willis  to  Mr.  Pitt,  at  twelve  o’clock  at  night, 
during  the  debate  on  the  day  of  the  firft  divifion  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons.  I could  not  at  that  time,  recolledt 
any  thing  to  which  I could  apply  the  word  “ copy  but 
the  next  morning  I recolledled,  that  on  my  arrival  at 
Kew,  the  day  after  1 heard  the  rumour  of  fuch  a letter 
being  written,  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  informed  me  that  he  had 
a meffageforme  from  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who  had  been 
at  Kew  the  night  before,  and  had  ordered  him  to  deliver 
the  meffage  to  me  when  I Ihould  come  the  next  morn- 
ing. sir  Lucas  had  taken  the  meffage  down  in  writing, 
from  his  memory,  foon  after  the  Prince  left  him.  The 
meffage  was  to  defire  me  to  enquire  into  the  ftate  of  his 
majefty’s  health  at  a particular  time,  bccaufe  thePiince 
had  been  informed  that  a letter  had  been  written  by  Dr. 
Willis,  Hating,  that  the  King  was  in  a very  good  ftate  of 
health  at  tliat  time,  when  the  Prince  hail  underftood  that 
he  really  was  not  fo,  and  then  recited  other  words  of  the. 
fuppofed  letter,  which  I cannot  recoiled!.  I do  not  re* 
member  that  I took  tliis  paper  from  Sir  Lucas.  1 remem- 
ber that,  in  talking  about  this  letter,  I made  ufe  of  the 
word  “ c py,”  when  I ought  rather  t have  faid,  that  I 
had  only  feep  an  accont  of  the  letter  in  writing.  The  firft 
account  of  fuch  letter  being  written,  1 learnt  from  ru- 
mour; the  next  information  that  1 had  of  it  was  from 
the  meffage  delivered  to  me  by  Sir  Lucas  Pepys. 

Whether,  in  confequenre  of  the  meffige  delivered  to 
Dr.  Warren  by  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  he  did,  or  did  not,  af- 
terwards inform  the  Prince  of  Wales  of  the  enquiry 
which  he  had  made,  with  i efped!  to  the  truth  of  the  fui  - 
pofed  fad!  which  was  the  fubjed!  of  that  meffage,  and  \.t 
the  c.rcumftances  which  had  taken  place  between  Dr. 
W a-  rcn  and  Dr.  Willis,  in  confequencc  of  that  enquiry  ? 

I did  ; and  the  next  day,  or  lecond  day  after,  I ac- 
quainted *lic  Prince  that  I had  done  wrong  with  lefpedt 
fo  Dr.  Willis,  a 1 could  not  find  that  any  ku  r ind  been 
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written  by  him  at  the  time  mentioned  ; that  I muff  re- 
tract what  I had  faid  to  Dr.  Willis,  and  acknowledge  my 
error.— He  approved  of  my  intended  conduct. 

Is  Dr.  \\  arren  dill  unable  to  name  any  other  perfon 
beAdes  Sir  Lu  as  Pepys,  from  whom  he  received  infor- 
mation that  Dr.Wlihs  had  written  the  letter  in  quellion  ? 

I pofitively  declare,  that  I do  not  know  from  whom  j 
firlt  heard  the  report,  and  I paid  very  little  attention  to  it 
till  I leceived  the  meffage  from  Sir  Lucas. 

Had  Dr.  Warren,  upon  hi?  lalt  examination,  when  he 
faid  that  he  did  not  recoiled!  from  whom  he  received  his 
information,  that  the  letter  mentioned  m the  former 
quellion  had  been  written,  and  faid,  that  the  fubftancc 
of  the  fu  pofed  letter  had  been  Hated  to  him  in  general 
terms,  forgotten  the  circumltance  of  a melTage  having 
been  delivered  to  him  from  the  Prince  of  Wales,  by  Sir 
Lucas  Pepys  upon  that  fubjedl,  fuch  as  he  has  now 
Hated  ? 

I declare  pofitively,  from  the  fatigue  of  examination, 
or  tome  other  circumHance,  I know  not  what,  I could 
not  recolledl  it ; I took  pains  about  it  as  fo  m as  I left  the 
committee,  and,  as  I was  going  to  Kew  the  next  morn- 
ing, 1 gradually  made  it  out,  and  immediately  determined 
to  acquaint  the  commitee  with  it  as  loon  as  1 had  an  op- 
portunity, though  I knevv  it  was  at  the  expence  of 
appearing  to  have  conce  led  the  truth  the  nignt  before. 

When  did  Dr.  Warren  put  in  writ  ng  what  he  had  thus 
recollected  on  his  road  to  Kew  ? 

Soon  after  I got  home  yeflcrday. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  communicate  this  paper  to  any  body 
before  he  read  it  to  the  committee  ? 

I communicated  it  to  my  brother  this  morning  ; I read 
it  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  about  noon,  I read  it  over  with 
my  fon  this  afternoon. 

Doe  Dr.  Warren  underfl.md  that  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
having  heirdthe  fame  report  which  he  (Dr.  Warren) 
had  heard  before,  defired  Dr.  Warren,  through  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys,  to  enquire  inte  thefe  contradiCloi  y reports,  as 
Hated  in  the  meffage  delivered  by  Sir  Lucas  Vepys  ? 

Yes. 

Did  the  Prince  of  Wales  diredt  Dr.  Warren  to  take 
any  further  meafure,  or  to  make  any  communication  to 
any  other  perion  on  the  fubjedt.  * 

No. — I am  not  quite  fure  whether  he  did  not  defirc 
me  to  fpeak  to  the  chancellor  upon  it. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  knows,  or  has  any  reafon  to 
believe  that  Dr.  Willis  has  figned  more  favourable  ac- 
counts of  the  king's  hea  th  than  Dr.  Willis  believed  to  be 
true,  though  Dr.  Warren  differed  in  opini  >n  with  him  ? 

I cannot  pollibly  tell  what  Dr.  Willis  believes. 

Queftion  repeated. 

I do  not  know  ; I cannot  affign  any  reafon  to  believe 
it,  but  that  it  differs  very  much  from  my  own  way  of 
thinking. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  received  any  advice,  coun- 
fel,  or  command,  from  any  perfon,  to  reprefent  the 
king’s  malady  in  a worfe  condition  than  he  found  it  ? No, 

From  whom  did  Dr.  Warren  receive  directions,  and 
to  whom  did  he  conceive  himfelf  accountable,  in  Iris 


condudt  and  attendance  on  his  mnjefty,  while  his  m* 
jeffy  remained  at  Windfor,  finee  the  commencement  < 
his  prefent  malady  ? l he  Prince  of  Wales. 

Did  the  Prince  of  Wales  then  take  upon  him  todirei 
that  the  orders,  advice,  and  regulations  of  t!,c  phyfioku 
fhould  he  duly  carried  into  execution  ? Yes. 

W liethei , Hnce  the  order  a<luded  to,  forbidding  an 
perfon  to  go  into  the  king's  room,  except  introduced  fc 
Dr.  Willis  or  his  fun.  Dr.  Warren  has  continued  to  hav 
fuch  means  of  obfervatlon  and  information  as  are  fu 
Acient  to  enable  him  to  form  an  accurate  judgment  upo 
the  Hate  of  his  majefly's  health  ? Yes. 

Whether  Dr.  \k  arren  has  obferved  any  difference  i 
his  majsffy,  at  fuch  times  as  he  has  feen  and  converfe 
with  his  majeffy  in  the  prefence  of  Dr.  Willis  or  his  fnj 
and  at  fuch  times  when  neither  of  thofe  gentlemen  wet 
piefent  ? 

A very  great  d ffcrence ; when  Dr.  Willis  or  his  A 
are  prefent,  his  majeffy  is  under  great  awe  ; when  tht 
arc  abfent,  He  talks  and  a6ls  very  differently. 

Since  the  order  alluded  to,  has  Dr.  Warren  feen  h 
majeffy,  except  in  the  prefenre  of  ene  of  the  Dr.  Willis’: 

\ efterday  1 deAred  Dr.  John  Willis  to  retire  while 
was  with  his  majeffy,  that  I might  obferve  the  different 
of  his  behaviohr,  and  report  it  to  the  committee,  if  ri 
quired  — Dr.  Willis  retired  accordingly,  and  his  majefl 
immediately  held  a language  very  different  from  th, 
which  he  ufed  while  Dr.  Willis  was  prefent. 

Was  any  other  perfon  in  the  room  halides  Dr.  Warrei 
when  Dr.  Willis  retired  > Two  of  the  pages. 

Whether,  notwithllanding  the  order  alluded  to,  D 
Warren  Hill  continues  to  think  himfelf  fully  authorize 
to  viAc  his  majeffy  as  often  as  he  fhall  judge  neceffar 
without  ei  he.  of  the  Dr.  Willis's  being  prrfent  ? 

I have  made  it  a rule,  ever  Ance  Dr.  Wiilis  came,  n< 
to  go  in  without  afking  the  dodlor  or  his  fon,  whether 
was  a proper  time  ; but  I fhould  go  in,  notwithftandii 
that  order,  if  I thought  there  was  a necellity  for  ir. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  does  not  thins,  that  it  is  in  ge 
neral  difereet  to  afle  Dr.  Willis,  or  his  fon,  whether  tl 
time  at  which  Dr.  Warren  propofes  to  go  into  his  M: 
jaffy’s  room,  was  a pi  oper  time  for  that  purpdfe,  fuppe 
Ang  there  is  no  particular  necellity  for  adling  otherwise 

Certainly. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  ever  been  prefent  with  h 
majeffy,  when  he  has  entertained  himfelf  with  reading 

Yes. 

Has  it  been  for  any  conAderable  fpace  of  time,  an 
upon  a fubjedt  which  would  require  much  thinking  ? 

I have  never  feen  him  read  more  than  a line  and  a ha 
at  a time. 

Has  that  been  lately  ? 

The  third  time  from  hence  that  I was  there — on  Sur 
d ay  laft,  I think. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  thinks  that  the  King’s  malady 
lefs  at  thofe  times  of  reading,  th3U  at  other  times  ? 

His  manner  of  reading,  when  I have  been  prefent, 
a ftrong  proof  of  the  exiftence  of  his  malady. 

Whetht 
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^Whether  or  no,  the  patient  fuflfcring  any  writings  or 
' couifes  to  he  read  without  interruption,  by  perfons 
ho  have  acquired  any  influence  over  him,  appears  to 
Warren  to  beany  fymptonof  convalefcence  ? 

JvN  >. 

VWhether  or  no,  fince  the  commencement  of  the 
mg's  malady,  the  phyficians  have  employed  whatever 
^-ccours  the  rules  of  rheir  art,  or  their  expcr  ence,  have 

W ' ggcfted  to  them  towards  his  recovery  ? Ves. 

' '■Whether  or  no  there  are  not  certain  di/tempers  fuper- 
* lining  on  the  original  malady,  fuch  as  fever,  which  are 
'''  imetimes  known  to  aid  in  the  cure  of  this  diftemper  ? 

? YYes. 

y.  'Whether  any. fever  has  come  upon  his  majefty  fincethe 

h '.rimenr.cment  of  his  malady  ? Yes. 

.-Has  the  diforder  abated,  in  any  remarkable  manner, 

confequsnce  ol  that  fever? No. 

HHas  not  his  majefty  had  frequent  and  refrefhing  fleep 
am  time  to  time  ? Yes. 

’■Has  not  that  been  known  to  be  of  fovereign  ufe  in  the 
re  of  this  malady  ? 

AA.  perfon  fick  in  this  manner  is  not  likely  to  get  well 
' th  nit  deep  ; but  he  may  frequently  have  refrelhing 
_;:p  without  advancing  in  his  cure 
: ; HHow  has  it  been  in  this  cafe  ? 

deep  has  produced  no  advancement  towards  the  cure. 
■Cdas  any  rational  mode  of  controul  and  coei  cion  been 
titled. 

...  Wot  that  I know  of,  fince  his  majefty  came  to  Kew. 

” Whether  any  progress  towards  a cure  has  been  obferv- 

in  confequence  of  this  controul  ? No, 

ijVVhat  was  the  method  which  the  phyficians  meant  to 
■fue,  in  the  medical  treatment  of  his  majefty,  imme- 
tely  previous  to  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Willis’? 

The  method  that  we  bad  fettleed  to  purfue,  was  that 
'endeavouring  to  reftore  his  majefty  to  the  belt  bodily 
.,1th  we  could  ; to  make  his  confti  ution,  if  we  pof- 

y could,  fuch  a one  as  a healthy  man  has  at  fifty, 

: • attempted  to  give  his  majefty  the  bark  twice,  1 be- 
•e>  atWindfor,  but  fome  circumftance  arifing,  either 
y ,rn  fever,  oi  fome  other  caufe,  prevented  our  going  on 
h it.  It  was  determ  ned.  1 think,  juft  before  Or 
lliscame,  that  the  hark  fhould  he  attempted  again  ; 
it  was  poftponed  till  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Willis,  that  we 
;ht  talk  with  him  upon  the  fubjedl. — I cariied  Dr. 
His  to  Kew  in  my  chaife,  and  gave  him  an  account  of 
majefly  s mode  of  living,  former  habits,  and  prefent 
afe.  He  agreed  with  me,  that  an  endeavour  to  re- 
e the  conftitution  by  the  bark,  and  occafionally  ad- 
f [ome  othcr  medicines,  which  we  difcourled  about, 
-•sthe  mod  likely  way  to  reftore  his  majefty’s  health 
rfe  H S nla^efty  was  immediately  put  under  this 

^•Warren  quite  fare  that  the  return  of  the  ufe  of 
ark,  atier  Dr.  Willis’s  arrival,  did  not  happen  on 
f iggsftion  of  Dr.  Willis  ? . 

u0t  haPPen  on  tlle  f»5geftion  of  Dr.  Willis. 

Y nether  the  medicines  juft  ft.ited  by  Dr.  Warren  to 
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have  been  ufed  during  the  period  immediately  pteerd- 
.ng  Dr.  Willis’s  arrival,  were  not  of  the  clals  called 
tonic  ? 

1 think  they  were  not ; but  medicines  preparatory  to 
the  ufe  of  the  bark. 

hether  t<  nics  had  not  been  ufed  a fhort  time  previous 
to  Dr.  Willis’s  arrival  ? - 
1 do  not  recollect  any  tonic  but  bark. 

Whether  the  bark  itfelf  is  not  »f  that  clafs  of  medicines 
called  tonic  ? It  is. 

What  new  medicines,  not  in  the  previous  intentions  of 
the  phyficians,  were  fuggefted  by  him,  previous  to  the 
time  of  his  examination  before  the  former  committee  ? 

One  of  the  firft  things  he  propofed  was  calomel. 

W’h.it  benefits  were  had  from  the  calomel  ? 

None  with  refpedt  to  the  nrain  eomplaint. 

W hethev  or  no  there  has  not  been  frequent  returns  of 
irritntionfince,  t lie  time  of  Dr.  Willis's  attendance  on 
the  King  . Yes. 

Were  the  returns  of  thefe  irritations  owing  to  the  ufe 
of  blifters. 

Dr.  Willis  was  of  opinion,  and  declared,  that  he  never 
knew  blifters  applied  to  the  legs  of  fuch  a patient  with- 
out benefit : The  blifters  were  applied,  and,  contrary 
to  w'hat  happened  when  blifters  were  app.ied  before, 
produced  much  forenefs  and  | am.  The  pain  undoubted- 
ly made  his  majefty  much  more  unquiet,  inercafed  the 
necefiity  of  coer.  ion,  but  did  not  appear  to  me  to  increafc 
or  diminifh  the  grand  ma'ady. 

Whether  or  no  Dr:  Willis  confented  to  the  putting  on 
of  thefe  blifters,  upon  a reprefentation,  that  at  the  K ing, 
when  at  Wrindfor,  had  been  hardly  fenfible  of  pain  from 
them  ? 

That  circumftance  was  mentioned  to  Dr.  Willis,  but  I 
could  not  think  is  is  motive  for  confenting  to  the  putting 
on  of  the  blifters,  becaufe  he  frequency  ta’ked  of  the 
great  benefit  that  perfons,  afflidled  like  his  majefty,  ufu- 
ally  received  from  blifters,  and  mentioned  if  I mif- 
take  not,  his  having  cured  a perfon  by  the  application  of 
feveral  blifters  at  once. 

Then  there  was  no  perfuafion  ufed  to  induce  Dr.  Wil- 
lis to  confent  to  the  ufe  of  blifters  ? 

No. 

At  what  time,  to  the  heft  of  Dr.  Warren's  recollec- 
tion, wel^e  thefe  b ifters  ured  ? 

I be  ievb  fomething  more  than  three  weeks  ago. 

Has  there  been  any  irritation  fince  the  bliftered  parts 
have  been  healed  ? 

I am  not  quite  fure  that  they  are  healed  now,  but  cer- 
tainly very  near  it. 

Whether  or  no  Dr.  Warren  has  got  the  account  re- 
fpefting  the  proportion  of  perfons  cured,  who  had  been 
afflidted  with  the  diforder  about  the  age  of  fifty  ? 

I have  not  got  it — I will  endeavour  to  get  it  before  the 
committee  breaks  up,  if  I pofiiblycan. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren,  in  the  difference  of  opinion 
which  he  had  with  Dr.  Willis  on  Friday  the  2d  Inftant, 
told  Dr.  Willis  that  he  Ihould  think  no  perfon  better! 

K till 
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till  they  were  perfectly  well,  under  fuch  an  indifpofi  - 
tion  ?- 


No. 


! 

\ 

\ 
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Do  you  recolleft  Dr.  Willis’s  alking  you,  whether,  if 
a pcrfon  fo  indifpofed  fhould  not  fay  one  fenfible  word  in 
twenty  four  bouts,  and  the  next  twenty  four  fay  but  one 
•word,  that  he  would  not  fay  if  he  was  not  indifpofed, 
whether  he  would  not  think  him  better  ? — and,  if  fuch 
a queftion  was  put,  did  you  anfwer to  this,  ‘‘No’  ? 

I don’t  recolledt  that  that  queftion  was  fo  put,  tnere- 
fore  can  fay  nothing  as  to  the  anfwer. 

Do  you  recoiled*  giving  any  opinion  upon  that  fubjadl, 
and  what  was  it  ? 

1 ftated  to  the  doftor  my  rule  of  determing  whether  j 

perlons  fo  indifpofed  had  amended,  which  1 mentioned) 

m the  former  part  of  my  examination,  and  the  opinion 
I gave  on  recovery  was  founded  on  that  rule.  I n mem- 
ber that  the  doaiine  of  recovery,  as  derived  from  wnat 
happens  in  a fever,  was  declared  by  me,  in  contradiction 
to  Dr.  Wi  lis,  as  inapplicable  to  the  dil'order  m queftion. 

Did  you  ever  inform  Dr.  Willi  , that  it  was  ufu  1 for 
phyft  ians  to  fign  their  names  toftatements  of  fa&s,  which 
they  3re  not  fure  are  true  and  correct,  for  the  fake  of 
agreement  ? 

No,  not  to  that  effedf.  . 

Did  you  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis,  that  m fuch  Mi.tteis 

the  opinion  of  one  fhould  give  way  to  the  othei  two,  and 
that  you  wasfurprized  he  fhould  hefitate  about  it  ? No 
Did  you  ever  endeavour,  by  any  vehement  argument 
or  difpute,  to  induce  Dr.  "Willis  to  fign  his  name  to  any 
account  refpedting  the  King’s  ftate,  conti  ary  i«  his 

opinion  ? . . , 

I have  endeavoured  by  debate,  but  not  by  vehement  ar- 
gument, to  bring  the  dodler  over  to  my  opinion,  but 
never  to  perfnade  him  to  adt  contrary  to  his  own. 

Do  you  confider  yourfelf  as  refponfib'e  in  your  cha- 
radter  to  the  public,  for  the  truth  of  Hie  accounts  fent  to 
St.  James’s,  provided  you  fign  your  name  ? 

Yes,  provided  you  do  not  mean  the  whole  truth. 

Shou'd  you  not  confider  the  figning  your  name  to  any 
fuch  account  of  the  King’s  health,  tending  to  deceive  the 
pub  ic  into  a Iefs  favourable  opinion  of  his  majefty’s  ftate 
than  the  fadt  warranted,  in  the  fame  point  of  view  as 
giving  information  tending  to  miflead  this  committee  ? 
Yes. 

If  there  has  been  any  error  or  imperial  >n  in  the 
accounts  fent  to  St.  James’s,  has  it,  in  your  opinion, 
confifted  in  reprefenting  the  King's  ftate  worft  than  it  is? 

When  did  Dr.  Warren  fee  his  majefty  laft? 
Yeftrrday. 

In  what  ftate  did  you  then  leave  him  ? 

No  better  tha*  fince  the  commencement  of  his  uil- 

Whether,  Dr.  Warren  having  faid,  in  aufvrer  to  a 
queftion  put  to  him  by  this  committee,  that  his  hopes  of 
his  majefty’s  recovery  ftand  upon  the  fame  foundation  as 


they  did  when  he  was  eaminid  before,  excepting  that  _ 
litt  e more  time  has  palled,  which  does  not  add  to  hi* 
hopes,  but  is  fo  litt'e  that  it  hardly  ought  to  fubtradl  front 
them— that  is  Dr.  Warren  s opinion,  after  attending 
duly  to  all  the  cii cumftant.es  which  have  been  ftaied  in 
his  examination  now  relative  to  fupervening  fever,  the 
enjovment  of  fleep,  the  ufe  of  coercion  and  controul,  the 
frequent  tetuini  of  irritation,  the  effedl  of  blifters,  tht" 
differences  of  opinion  between  the  phyficians,  and  al 
other  circumftances  in  his  Majefty's  cafe,  which  hav« 
come  to  the  knowledge,  or  fallen  within  the  obferva 
tion  of  Dr.  Warren  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  or  no,  in  fadf,  there  has  extfted  a differeno 
of  opinion  rtfpecfmg  the  treatment  of  his  majefty  s dif 

order  ? . . 

There  has  been  no  difference  of  opinion  with  refpedt  t 
his  medicines  and  diet. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  lias  ever  known  a cafe  of  fo  Ion 
difficulty  and  continuance,  and  where  fo  many  Phyficiar. 
have  attended  to,  where  there  was  lefs  difference  of  op: 
nion  ? 

No,  with  refpedt  to  medicines  and  diet . 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  thinks  that  the  difference  i 
opini  m,  refpedtmg  the  figns  of  convalefcence,  has  tende 
to  forward,  or  retard,  the  cure,  or  to  alter  the  mode  • 
treatment  ? 

It  has  neither  forwarded  nor  retarded  the  cure,  nor  a 
tered  the  m»de  of  treatment. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren,  from  the  beg  nning, 
grounded  his  hopes  of  his  majefty’s  recovery,  upon  tl 
fymptoms  he  has  obferved  in  his  majefty’s  cate,  or  t 
calculations  of  the  proportionate  numbers  cured  to  tl 
perfons  affedted  with  this  malady? 

On  the  calculations.  . . 

Whether  there  has  been  any  difference  of  opinn 
among  the  phyficians  attending  his  majefty,  on  at 
point,  fince  the  commencement  of  his  majefty  s d 

Not  with  refpedt  to  medicine  and  di  t.  Some  dilTc 
ence  of  opinion  at  Wmdfor,  whether  his  majefty  wast: 
going  to  recover,  about  the  end  of  his  fever. 

As  Dr  Warren  ftated  that  he  believes  lie  is  correct 
his  account  of  the  words  ufed  by  Dr.  Willis,  viz  “ A ci 
tain  great  perfon  will  not  fuffer  it  to  go  fo,  and  it  w 
fall  upon  you,1’  and  thought  the  converfation  matei 
enough  to  put  down  a memorandum  of  it  as  toon  as 
returned  tjorne  ; can  he  ftate  how  long  it  was  after 
left  Kevv  before  he  got  home-? 

I left  Kew  about  1 1,  I believe,  and  got  home  about  i 

Did  Dr.  Warren  go  ftrai^ht  horns  ? 

No,  I went  about  my  bufinefs. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  mentioned  the  particulars  ot 
converfation  to  any  body  before  he  put  them  down  in 
memorandum  ? 

1 did*  Sabb 
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Sabbati , 


The  Reverend  Do&or 


Die  Januarii,  1789. 
FRANCIS  WILLIS, 


/I gain  called  in  and  examined. 
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? ’Dili  Dr.  Willis,  when  lie  fpoke  yefterday  conce  ning  > 
e ue  medicines  which  had  been  given  to  his  majefty  be- 
, ween  the  time  of  his  former  examination  iiul  the  Sun- 
1 17  preceding,  mean  to  take  upon  himfelf  to  fay  pofi- 
, vely,  either  that  thofe  medicines  had,  or  that  they  had 
11  of,  been  previooflv  thought  of  by  the  other  phyiicians 
'(tending  his  majefty  ? 

K 1 1 chink  I faid  that  they  had  been  thought  of. 

1 Do  you  mean  to  take  upon  your  ft.  If  to  fay,  that  of  your 
( vvn  knowledge,  and  in  your  own  prefence,  his  majefty 
V as,  within  the  laft  fortnight,  read  feveral  pages  of  books, 

~ salting  at  the  fame  time  what. were,  in  your  opinion, 

‘ nod  remarks  upon  the  fubject  of  them  ? — Yes. 

' Whether, accoi ding  to  the  obfe  vations  which  your  own 
' icpei  ience  has  enabled  you  to  make  in  cafes  fucli  as  that 
v if  his  majefty,  the  patient’s  leading,  orfufFering  books 
‘ 1 1 be  read,  in  the  manner  in  which  his  majefty  has  done 
1 rithin  this  laft  fortnight,  is,  or  is  not,  a ciicumftance 
r hich  has,  in  point  of  fadt,  happened  where  the  patient 
,L  as  finally  recovered  ? 

Yes,  certainly,  in  feveral  cafes,  and  it  is  more  pa' ti- 
jlarlv  fcvourable  in  his  msjeftv’s,  as,  within  the  fpace 

■ • f fourteen  days,  or  thereabouts,  his  majefty  could  not 
‘ attend  or  read  at  all. 

c ’ Whether  your  obfervation  upon  cafes  in  which  reco- 
ery  has  been  obtained,  induces  you  to  confider  the  cir- 

■ umftance  of  a patient  having,  from  ime  to  time,  refrefli- 
a'  lg  fleep,  as  forming  a folid  ground  of  hope  for  reco- 

aery  ? 

■'  It  is  necefifary  to  know  the  fleep  that  the  patient  for- 
^ ici  ly  had  required,  to  make  the  comparifon  of  any  effedt. 

Whether,  from  the  accounts  which  you  have  received 
-1  f the  fleep  which  his  majefty  formerly  ufually  had,  and 
‘ omparing  the  refult  of  fucli  accounts,  with  the  refrefh- 
( ig  fleep  which  his  majefty  has  had,  your  obfervations 
nd  experience  enables  you  to  determine  one  way  or  the 
<*'  tiler,  whether  the  circumftnnce  of  his  majeftv’s  having 
.ad  fuch  fleep,  is  a ground  to  hope  for  recovery  ? 

, By  comparing  the  fleep  his  majefty,  I am  told,  for- 
y aerly  had,  even  aftei  great  fatigue,  I am  inclined  to 
is  nink  that  his  majefty  has,  for  thefe  laft  fix  or  feven 
lights,  had  more  fleep  than  one  could  expedf  from  a per- 
on  who  has  oeen  ufed  to  fo  much  exercife,  and  has  not 
& ieen  able  of  late  to  life  any. 


Whether  his  majefty  is,  within  the  laft  fortnight,  more 
or  lefs  quiet  than  he  was  previous  to  the  time  when  you 
was  examined  before  the  forme,  committee  ? 

I cannot  remember  it ; but  there  is  a prodigious  differ- 
ence indeed. 

Whether,  judging  from  actual  experience,  and  from 
what  has  occu  red  in  the  cafe  of  perfons  who  liave  reco- 
vered from  this  malady,  you  think  that  fucli  alteration, 
as  you  mention  in  your  anfwer  to  the  laft  queftion,  affords 
a l’olid  ground  of  hope  that  his  majefty  will  recover  ? 

Yes,  very  folid  grounds ; for,  indeed,  I do  not  think 
his  majefty  has  one  fymptom  that  ever  attended  an  in- 
curable. I mean,  that  he  may  have  fymptoms  that  in- 
cut ables  have,  but  he  has  not  fymptoms  that  mark  an 
incurable. 

Can  you,  fcom  your  own  experience,  fay  whether  his 
majefty  has  any  fymptoms  that  are  never  obfe  ved  in 
incurables?  — I cannot  fay. 

Dr.  Addington  having  faid,  in  his  examination  before 
the  former  committee,  that  he  had  great  expeditions 
that  his  majefty's  difonler  would  end  happily,  from  this 
circumftance,  “ That  it  had  not  for  its  forerunner  that 
melancholy  which  ufually  precedes  a tedious  illnefs  of 
this  fort,”  does  Dr.  Willis,  judging  from  fadts  and  ex-  I 
perience,  concur  with  Dr.  Addington  in  thofe  expedi- 
tions ? Entirely. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  and  his  fon  have  not,  in  point  of 
fadt,  a greater  influence  and  controul  over  his  majefty 
than  any  other  of  the  phyficians  who  attend  him  ? 

Certainly,  much  more  fo. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis,  judging  from  fadts  and  experi- 
ence, does,  or  does  not,  think  it  ablolutely  neceffary,  in  | 
order  to  bring  about  the  cure  of  his  majefty,  that  fome 
perfon  attending  his  majefty  conftantly  (hould  have  and 
exert  that  degree  of  influence  and  controul  ? 

Moft  certainly. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis,  judging  from  fadts  and  experi- 
ence, can  fay,  that  fuch  irritations  as  his  majefty  may 
have,  when  vifited  by  perfons  in  the  abfence  of  thofe 
that  have  this  degree  of  influence  and  controul,  may,  or 
may  not,  retard  his  majefty’s  recovery  ? 

It  certainly  may  retard  it. 
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Whether  that  effedl  muft  net  depend  on  the  conduit 
of  thofe  perfons  who  vifit  his  majefty  in  the  abfeuce  of 
Dr.  VS  illis  ? 

On  theii  conduit  if  his  majefty  fees  them  frequently  in 
the  day,  but  if  only  once  in  two  or  three  days,  it  will 
diftuib  his  majefty,  by  creating  frefh  ideas. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  is  of  opinion,  that  the  other  phy 
ficians  who  attend  his  majelty,  vifiting  his  majefty  in  the 
manner  they  have  done  ftnce  Dr.  Willis  attended  on  his 
majelty,  can  have  the  effeit  ol  producing  that  in  Station, 
which  Dr.  Wilds  has  faid  may  tetard  his  majelty 's  reco- 
very ? 

1 have  thought  that  it  frequency  has  had  that  effedt. 

Whether,  fuppofing  that  Dr.  Willis  attended  one  per- 
fon  in  the  manner  in  which  he  now  aitends  his  majefty 
and  had  the  care  of  another  perfon,  «f  whofe  cafe  he 
fhould  receive  accounts  only  every  other  morning,  he 
thinks  he  could  promote  the  cure  of  his  majefty  and  fuch 
other  perfon  in  an  equal  degree  ? 

The  other  perfon  would  not  have  other  people  to  vifit 
him,  and  confequently  to  diftuib  him,  and  that  there- 
fore might  pollibly  balance  the  advantage  *f  my  feeing 
his  majefty  every  day,  or  every  hour  ol  the  day. 

Whether  you  have  reafon  to  believe,  that,  in  po'nt  of 
fadt,  aay  vifit  of  any  phyfician  to  his  majefty  has  waked 
his  m ijeity  while  he  was  fleeping,  or  prevented  his  ma- 
jefty from  going  to  fleep  ? 

1 believe  it  has  happened,  once  in  particular,  his  be- 
ing prevented  from  going  to  fleep. 

Whit  phyfician  was  it  ? 

It  was  Dr.  Warren. 

What  circumftances  formed  the  ground  of  D . Willis’s 
belief,  that  the  vifit  which  he  has  referred  to  did  prevent 
his  majefty  from  going  to  fleep  ? 

The  pages  in  waiting,  and  the  attendants,  a (lured  me, 
that  his  majefty  was  going  to  deep ; by  rbfei  various  1 
fuppofed  they  judged  j from  his  manner  of'  dropping  his 
voice  and  breathing. 

Whether,  previous  to  Friday  Lift,  Dr.  War  en  and  the 
other  phyficians  had  not  ufually  confu  ted  you  about  the 
preprie  y of  their  going  into  his  majefty’s  room  at  the 
particular  time  when  they  propofed  to  go  in  ? 

Sometimes  they  have,  and  fometimes  they  have  not. 

At  tlve  time  you  was  informed  that  h s majefty  had  been 
prevented  from  going  to  fleep,  did  Dr.  Warren  Cvinfult 
you  or  yoUr  fun  about  the  propriety  of  his  going  into  his 
majefty’s  rcom  at  that  lime  ? 

I told  the  doftor  I thought  it  was  improper  at  that 
time,  becaufe  his  majefty  had  had  a very  bad  night,  and 
had  juft  then  half  an  hour's  fleep,  and  the  pages  thought 
he  was  juft  falling  to  fleep  again. 

Win  ther  his  majefty  s ftate  at  that  time  was  fuch  as, 
in  your  judgment,  to  create  any  pa  ticu'ar  necelfity  for 
Dr.  Warren's  going  into  his  majefty’s  room,  after  you 
had  ftated  to  him  what  you  had  mentioned  in  the  forego- 
ing anfwer  ? 

I knew  of  none — as  coercion  feem  -d  to  be  the  only 


thing  necelT.uy  if  his  majefty  could  reft. 


- 


When  you  ftated  to  Dr.  Warren  the  objedlien  berm  _ 
mentioned — whether  you  can  reco'.leift  what  anfwer  Dr. 
Warren  gave  you  ? 

When  Dr.  Warren  went  into  the  pages’  room,  Mr. 
Braund  or  Mr.  Compton,  the  pages,  defired  Dr.  U arrt. 
not  to  go  in,  in  my  prefence  ; and  he  faid  to  them,  as  he 
had  done  to  me,  that  he  muft  go  in,  for  he  was  a fpy  upon 
them  all  ? 

Are  you  pofitive  the  Dr.  Warn  n gave  that  anfwer  ? 

I am  very  pofitive. 

Are  you  pofitively  fure  that  thofe  were  the  very  word* 
which  Dr.  Warren  made  ufe  of,  or  do  you  only  mean 
ftate  the  effeift  and  Subftance  of  Dr.  Wai  ren’s  words  on 
that  occafion  ! 

The  very  words ; which  the  pages  have  mentioned 
many  times  fince. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee  upon  what  day  this 
con  vei  fat  ion  palled  > 

I cannot  fay,  but  it  is  down  in  a journal. 

When  did  you  put  this  down  in  the  journal  ? 

That  day. 

Did  you  fliew  that  part  of  the  join  nal  which  contain: 
the  account  of  this  matter  to  the  two  pages  that  you  hay 
mentioned,  or  either  of  them. 

1 have  not. 

Whether  you  mean  te  admit  and  avow  that  you  havt 
figned  i eports  of  liis  majefty  s ft. ite  of  he  alth,  prepofei 
to  be  fent  to  St.  James  s,  which  conta  ned  lefs  favouralilt 
accounts  of  his  majefty  s health,  than  you  think  iriigh 
have  been  given  to  the  public,  if  the  whole  t»uth  hui 
beon  told  them  ? 

To  be  fure  I have  figned  fuch  as  I would  not  have  fen 
to  any  relation  of  a patient  that  I was  concerned  for 
the  like  flotation. 

Would  the  accounts,  which  you  would  have  fent  b 
the  relations  of  other  patients,  tiave  been  more  or  lef 
favourable  accounts  than  thofe  which  have  been  fent 
St.  James’s  ? 

More  favourable  in  general. 

Would  it  have  been  confifient  with  the  who’e  truth, 
his  majefty’s  cafe,  to  have  given  more  favourable  account 
in  general  ? 

I In  my  opinion  more  confiftaiit. 
i Will  you  ftate  to  the  committee,  what  were  yoi 
motives  forgiving  lefs  favourable  accounts  than  migh 
have  been  given  in  general,  confift.nt  w itli  tbe  whol  » 
truth. 

As  it  did  pot  affeift  his  mnjefty’s  hea’tli,  or  tbe  cut  ec  ;. 
his  majefty,  1 figned  them  rasher  than  have  any  difput 
j about  words. 

Do  you  mean  to  aflert,  that  in  your  confidence  you  an 
fully  pe.fuaded  that  you  now  fneak  the  truth,  whei 
I you  fay,  that  more  favourable  accounts  of  his  majeft.' 

1 ftate  might  have  been  given,  in  sen  ral,  in  the  leport 
fent  to  St.  James’s  ? — Ido  alferr  it. 

Whether  you  ever  figned  any  paper,  at  the  requeft  c 
Dr.  Wairen,  re' alive  to  the  t anfiiClion  ol  that  day, 

wh 
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•which  you  have  been  informed  that  Dr.  Warren  had  pre- 
sented his  msjtfty  from  fleeping  ? 

I did  fign  a paper,  by  the  dot  re  of  Dr.  War.  en,  and 
'.he  perluafion  of  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  that  Dr.  Wa  ten,  as 
iar  as  X knew,  did  not  go  into  tire  room  and  wake  his 
imajefty. — Hut  I did  not  fign  any  paper,  figmfying  that  be 
i lid  not  go  in  at  any  time,  when  it  was  thought  he  might 
orevent  his  majefty’s  fleeping. 

Whether,  at  the  time  that  you  gave  this  paper  to  Dr. 
IWarren,  you  informed  Dr.  Warren  that  you  would  not 
ri  lift  n any  paper,  acknowledging  that  Dr.  Wancn  had  not 
» pore  vented  his  majefty  from  going  to  ileep,  but  that  you 
r .would  only  fign  a paper,  ftating  that  Dr.  War.  eu  had  not 
* waked  hi  majefty  ? 

* The  paper  was  offered  to  me,  and  I refufed  to  fign  it, 
ffit  contained  any  thing  to  the  pnrpofe,  that  Dr.  Warren 
& ..lid  not  go  into  his  majsfty’s  room  at  a time  when  it  was 
arobable  he  might  prevent  his  majefty  going  to  fleep. 

By  whom  was  that  paper  drawn  up  and  tendered  to 
cou  ? By  Dr.  Sir  Lucas  Pepys. 

Are  accounts,  ufually  fent  by  you  to  the  relations  of 
sir  -our  patients,  conceived  in  as  general  terms  as  thofe 
in  which  have  !ieen  fent  to  St.  James's  ? 

1 fend  the  relations  word  that  they  are  better,  or  worfe; 
und  mention  fome  pa  ticulars — but  then  that  is  not  often 
at  above  once  a f.n  tmght. 

is  Can  you  recollect,  pofitively,  whether,  in  the  conver- 
Xi  ittion  which  you  had  with  Dr.  Warren  ycfteiday  Seven- 
g i light,  you  did,  or  did  not,  nfk  Dr.  Warren,  ifapetfon 
as  ndifpofed  fhould  not  fay  one  fenfib'e  word  in  twenty  foul 
Hours,  and  the  next  twenty. four  fhould  fay  but  one  word, 
z .hat  he  would  not  fay  if  he  was  not  indifpofed,  whether 
n )?r-  Warren  would  not  think  him  better  ; and  whether 
ou  can,  or  cannot,  fay  pofitively,  that  Dr.  Warren  an- 
s:  nwcred,  No  t 

>.  I can  fay  pofitively,  as  well  as  I can  recoleCt,  that  Dr. 

: .fatten  faid  No,  to  the  queftion  fo  put;  and  I believe 
hhi-  by-ftmdeif  reme.uhe  the  fame. 

Whether,  in  the  fame  converfation,  you  can.  or  can- 
,1  lot,  fay  pofitively,  whether  you  did,  or  did  not,  make 
•s'  1'ifeot  the  fo  lowing  expreffion  to  Dr.  Warren,  “ A cer- 
n:n  great  per  t n will  not  fuffer  it  (meaning  the  report) 

0 go  fo,  and  it  will  fall  upon  you  r” 

[Oi  It  was  not  in  the  fame  room,  or  at  the  fame  time. — I 
«■,  lid  fay  to,  or  fomc thing  of  that  fort,  when  the  report 
v vas  drawn  up  for  me  to  fign,  fay  ;ng,  at  the  fame  t me,  ! 

1 Why  tnould  vve  fend  up  what  will  he  fent  down  to  he  j 
, altered  ?” 

4 V'  ill  you  explain  to  the  committee  by  whole  authority 
1 ou  fo  (aid,  and  what  your  meaning  was  in  thofe  words  r 
>,  Preluming  that  the  perfonage  would  know  from  the 
•;  "ages  how  his  majefty  had  puffed  the  day  and  night,  I 
j hought  it  was  not  right  to  fend  up  a report  which  that 
...  lerfonage  would  not  think  equal  to  his  majefty 's  p re  ft  at 
late  of  hea  th. 

i ; Wasthatyour  meaning  in  the  words  which  you  a«ftu- 

, illy  ufed  in  that  converfation  ?: hntirely  fo. 

jd  W hat  did  you  mean  by  the  words,  “ it  will  fall  upon 
vou 


Sir  Ge  rge  Baker,  the  day  before,  when  his  majefty 
had  not  been  quite  fo  well,  nor  had  fogood  a night,  had 
ni.  de  a more  favoutable  report,  and  therefore  I conclude 
•"  I that  neilouage  mult  th.nk  this  report  arofe  from  Dr. 
Warren. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  ever  inform  you,  that  he  had  made  a 
written  memorandum  of  that  converfation,  or  of  any 
part  of  it,  or  defi.  e you  to  explain  your  felf  upon  the  fub- 
jeft  of  it  ? 

Not  that  I know  of— I do  not  remember  any  fuch 
thing. 

Do  you  remember  anv  order  having  been  put  up  in  th* 
pages  room,  yefterd.iy  fevennight,  or  upon  any  other 
day,  directing  that  no  perlons  fhould  be  admitted  into  his 
majefty’s  room,  without  the  knowledge  of  you  or  your 
l’on  ? 

I wrote  it,  and  put  it  up  myfelf. 

Wh  it  was  the  reafoii  of  your  w.iting,  and  putting  up, 
futh  order  ? 

Becaufe  fometimes  a Phyfician,  fometimes  a furgeon, 
or  an  apothecary  (for  there  are  four  concerned — 1 mean 
two  fui  geons,  and  two  apothecaries)  did  go  into  the  room 
as  I thought,  at  improper  times,  and  diftuib  his  majefty;  j 
— and,  as  1 tho  ght  it  my  duty  to  do  to  his  Majeay 
wil  t I fhould  tli.n;  it  my  duty  to  dolor  any  private 
gentleman,  I wrote  that  order. 

Did  you  put  up  that  order  of  your  own  authority,  and 
for  the  reafons  you  have  now  mentioned  ; or  had  you  any 
other  authority  for  putting  up  that  order,  from  any  per  • 
foil,  and  whom  ? 

’1  lieLordChancellor  ordered  me  to  do  that  which  fhould 
prevent  any  body  s going  into  the  room  without  my  con- 
tent, and  was  not  p'eafed  that  I had  not  done  it  befoie. 

Had  yon  exp'ained  to  the  Chancellor  your  reafons  for 
thinking  that  it  would  he  proper,  with  tefpeift  to  his 
majefty’s  health,  that  luch  an  order  fhould  be  given  ? 

I fuppofed  I did,  in  converfation,  think  it  neceflary 
that  people  fhould  be  prevented  going  in  and  diflui  bmg 
bis  majefty. 

Have  any  of  the  Phyficians  who  attended  his  majefty, 
f uggefted  any  comp  aints  to  you,  that  fuch  order  has  pre- 
vented them  from  feeing  his  majefty.  at  proper  times  ? 

I do  not  remember  that  they  have. 

Have  any  other  perfons  fnggeft’ed  to  you  that  they  have 
been  prevented  from  feeing  his  majefty  ? 

I do  not  remember  that  they  have. 

Did  you  ever  inform  the  Phyficians,  that  any  perfons 
had  improperly  in.rudeti  into  his  Maefly's  apartment  ? 

I do  not  remember  that  1 did. 

When  did  the  Lord  Chancellor  give  you  the  directions, 
in  conl'equence  of  which  you  put  up  that  paper  ? 

IieaUydonot  remember  the  tune;  but,  more  than 
once,. the  Chancellor  has  mentioned  the  necclfity  of  keep- 
ing any  peifons  from  going  into  his  majefty'*  room  with- 
out fome  imitation 

Do  you  know  on  what  grou  ids  the  Chancellor  thought' 
it  ncceffai  y to  repeat  the  neccfliiy  of  this  precaution  i 


i cannot 
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I cannot  remember  ; it  was  in  eonvevfation  I fuppofe. 

Are  you  quite  fire  you  cannot  r co  e£t  when,  o 
whe  e,  o had  the  aft  conve  fation  with  the  Chancclio 
on  this  fubjeil,  befo.e  you  put  up  tliato  de  ? 

I am  veiy  ft  e I cannot  fix  C e time,  but  I believe  the 
place  was  my  own  . oom  at  Kew. 

Was  it  before,  o after,  the  dif  utc  with  Dr.  Warren, 
on  F iday  the  2d  inftant  ? 

1 believe  before.  1 do  not  know  that  I have  feen  the 
chancel'o  fince  Ft  iday  the  2d  inftant. 

Was  it  a day  o two  hefo  e,  or  long  befo  e ? 

I do  not  remembe  at  all;  no  do  1 emember  whether 
it  was  the  laft  time  I talked  with  the  chance'  o 

Have  you  any  memo  audum,  ie.at.ve  to  th.s  f-wfl,  in 
your  jo  1 nal  ? Yes. 


When  did  \ou  make  that  memo  andum  ? 

Thi-.t  very  mornin  ; w thin  a qua  te  of  an  hou". 

On  what  day  was  it  that  you  wiote  and  put  up  that 

order  ■ 1 

Ido  not  know.  I believe  the  o de  itfelf  is  dated, 
but  I am  not  fu  c.  The  jou  nal  will  afee  tain  th  date. 

Have  you  kept  a egu  a jou  nal  o occur,  ences  fince 
you  attended  his  mr.jefty  t Kew  ? ....  c 

I have,  fiom  about  the  6th  or  7th  day,  I believe,  or 
my  attendance. 

Is  that  order  up  now  ? . 

I believe  fo.  Sir  Lucas  Pcpys  (aid  he  faw  it  yelicr 

day  mo  ning.  , , 

When  his  majefty  read  a page  or  two,  and  made  very 
good  remarks  upon  it,  whether  the  books  and  the 
pages  we  e of  his  majefty's  own  feleilion,  o whether 
they  weie  put  into  bis  hands  and  pointed  out  by  you  . 

Pa  ticu  aily  by  his  own  (election. 

Whether,  at  the  time,  his  majefty  1 ead  the  pages  a oud, 
to  be  heard  by  D . Willis,  o.  tohimfef? 

Aloud;  no  could  I know,  if  he  did  not  read  a oud. 
"Whether  his  majefty  lias  done  this  once,  twice,  or  fe 

veral  times.  * „ . , 

Many  times  in  a day,  as  I unde  (land ; and  on  mo  e 
days  than  one  in  the  laft  fix  o feven  days.  1 have  now 
been  abfent  a great  pa  t of  feve  al  days. 

Can  you  remember  the  laft  time  ) ou  hea.  d his  majefty 
read  one  0 two  pages  ? 

Laft  night  he  did.  ...  v 

Did  you  hear  him  you'  fe’f  "aft  night  . 1 es. 

Whether  you  have  obferved.  in  your  attendance  on 
his  majefty,  that  his  eye-fight  is  at  all  afteifted  by  his 
p efen\ma’ady  ? 

Not  that  l know  of. 
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' Whethf  , when  you  or  your  f©n  was  not  pi  efent,  you 

have  been  info  med  by  any  of  the 
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geons,  o apotheca  ies,  that  his  majeft/  has  ,ead  with 
attention,  and  letna  ked  with  judgment,  upon  the  ob- 

<0  t>y  or.  Pepys . think  I 

have  hea  d f om  feveral  per  foes  that  they  have,  at  times. 
What  ftate  was  his  majefty  in  this  moining  t 
1 car..c  away  before  he  was  up. 


Whit  ftate  was  his  majefty  in  going  to  bed  ’aft  night  ? • 

Very  quiet. 

Whethc  his  majefty  continued,  to  the  time  of  h1* 
going  to  bed,  to  (hew  fign  of  the  fame  attention  and 
power  of  refleilion,  as  in  the  inllance  of  reading  in  the 
manner  meut  oned  by  ) ou  ? 

Yes,  to  the  time  I left  hi  ",  which  was  about  half  paft 
ten,  and  I unde,  flood  f.om  the  pa.es,  that  he  w nt  to 
bed  immediately  afte  . 

Whether  any  thing  of  a contrary  nature  was  inter- 
mixed during  the  time  you  was  w.th  his  majefty  yefter- 
day  evening  ? 

I cannot  lay  tl-ere  J d. 

Whether  you  obfe.  ve  that  the  King’s  mind  is  in  a bet- 
ter ftate  in  the  evening  before  he  goes  to  bed,  or  in  the 
mo  ning  ? 

I think  his  majefty  is  never  fo  well  in  a morning  get- 
ting up,  nor  fo  an  hour  afteiwa  ds. 

How  long  was  you  with  his  majefty  cede,  day  even- 

5I  believe,  in  all,  about  one  hour  and  a ha'fj  but  1 
went  fevei  a!  times  out  of  the  1 oom. 

Whe  her  any  other  ph  fi:ian  or  medical  perfon  has 
been  in  the  room  when  his  majefty  ha  either  lead,  or 
attended  to  reading,  in  you'  pr.  fence  ? 

I think  Dr.  Pep.s  was  twice  ; I am  not  fure  whether 
the  e was  any  other;  I am  not  fine  whether  Dr.  Gif- 
ho  ne  was  in  the  oom  laft  night,  while  his  majefty  was 
reading. 

Whether  at  any,  and  at  what,  d fiance  of  time  after 
his  majeftv  has  'ead,  o attended  to  eading,  in  the  man- 
ner defc:  ibed,  bis  majefty  has  corive  fed  with,  you  on 
the  fubje  ‘s  lie  has  either  read  o heaid  lead  ? 

Very  frequently,  fometimes  fevera*  hou  s ; for  I he- 
lieve  his  majefty  nev  r fo  gets  what  he  eads. 
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Whether,  on  any  fubfequent  day,  his  majefty  has 


conve  fed  with  you  on  what  has  been  befo  e lead  ? up 

heveral  days  after  ; and  1 think  his  m jefty  can  give 
as  good  an  account  of  any  book,  o fuhjeil  in  a book, 
that  he  has  read,  . ither  fince  his  illnefs  or  befo  e,  as  to 
the  moraity  and  t uth  of  it,  as  moft  people  can,  1 think. 

Whether  you  have  found  it  neceifa  y to  ufe  coercion 
mo  c or  lefs  frequently  within  the  laft  fo.tnLht,  thaa 
\o.i  did  in  the  p eceding  fo  tnight  ? 

Much  lefs  f equent'y,  and  not  now  fo- nearly  a week. 

Are  you,  upon  recollection,  fure  ot  tins  fail  ? 

I am  fu:  e of  it.  . . . 

Whether  Jhe  circumftance  of  his  maiefty  s having 
read,  and  attended  to  leading  as  above  Hated,  is,  in 
your  opinion,  a clear  and  decifive  fvmp-om  either  ot 
conva'efi  ence  adlually  appioaching,  or  of  a very  fpeedy 

I looku  o 3 it  at  the  time  as  conva’efcence  itfelf,  and 
certainly  a fign  of  his  majefty’s  1 ecovery  ; but  I will  not 
pietend  to  fay  how  foon. 

What  do  you  confider  as  convalefcence  ? 

Ailing  properly  upon  the  bufinefs  you  aie 
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Whether  the  res  ettling  ttcep  his  Majefty  has  had, 
uis  been  natural  deep,  or  fleep  procured  by  medicine 
uV.  other  means  ? 

No  medicine  has  been  ordered  for  the  purpofe,  and 
ao  means  but  that  of  having  his  majefty  go  to  bed  as 
quietly  as  you  can. 

Whether  any  other  phvfician  attending  his  majefty 
ias  ever  lug  cited  to  you  the  idea  of  pleafing  or  dif- 
deafing  any  great  pe.  fon'age,  as  a motive  to  induce  you 
ja  figu  any  report  of  his  Majefty ’s  health,  mo:  e or  lefs 
ravourab  e than  the  actual  circumftanees  then  warranted 
an  your  opinion  ? 

I know  not  of  any  fuch. 

Whether,  d u ing  the  favourab'e  intervals  in  which  you 
nave  obfe.  ved  his  majefty,  you  have  remarked  that  his 
oajefty  had  efleiSt  d upon  the  nature  of  his  illnefs  ? 

At  fome  times  I think  he  Ins,  b_t  lather  feems  to 
void  hinting  any  thing  of  it. 

Have  yo  . obferved  that  it  has  deprcfied  his  fpirits,  fo 
; s to  : eta;  d his  cu  e ) 

I can  ’.ot  fuppofe  that  it  has  retarded  his  cure  or  de- 
' ■ efled  his  fpi  its,  for  I am  not  fuie  that  he  is  fenfible 
; fit— He  n!y  hinted  at  it. 

Are  you  fu  e his  majefty  will  recover  ? 

It  would  be  p,  efumptuous  for  any  m m to  fay  he  was 
cuie,  in  the  cafe  of  any  one  whatever,  or  in  any  dif- 
rder. 

What  deg  ee  of  confidence  or  hope  have  you  upon 
hhe  fubjeCt? 

I have  the  g eateft  hopes,  from  what  I have  already 
een  of  his  map  ftv’s  amendment. 
a Have  y>>u  any  doubt  of  his  i erovery  ? 

I muft  d mbt  of  every  thing  that  ha  not  come  to  pafs. 

Is  your  confidence  fuch  as  to  fay  you  fcarcely  enter- 
rain  a doubt  ? It  js 

,s  Then  that  is  now  the  ftate  of  your  mind  upon  that 
P object  ? 

' I h ve  already  faid  fo. 

n In  anfwe  ■ to  a que  tion  before  put  to  you.  “ Whe- 
. her,  the  feveral  circi.mftances  of  his  majefty’s  cafe, 

' which  have  fallen  unde  your  obfe  vation,  or  come  to 
trour  knowledge,  bei  g duly  attende  to,  you  in  your 
. confcience  think  that  the  chance  of  his  majefty's  i eto- 
very  is  g eater,  or  lefs,  or  as  good,  as  it  was  when  you 
» vas  exam  ned  bef  >re  the  fo  me:  committee?”  Whether 
r/ou  remembe  hiving  infwc  ed  ‘‘ Much  greater  ?” 

I did  fay  fo,  and  I fiy  fo  ftill. 

Whether  you  recolledt  this  queftion  being  put  to  you 
] >Y  the  former  committee,  and  your  anfwer  upon  it, 

d 
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“ What  hopes  has  Dr.  Willis  of  his  majefty’s  reco- 
very ?” 

“ I have  great  hopes  of  his  majefty’s  recovery.  If  it 
were  any  other  pe,  fon  but  his  majefty,  1 Ihould  fcarce  en- 
tertain a doubt  : when  his  majeft;  reflects  upon  an  illnefs 
of  this  kind,  it  may  dep  efs  his  fpi  its  and  ietaid  his  cure, 
more  than  a common  peifon  ?” 1 do. 

Dr.  Willis  having,  in  his  forme  examination,  decla  ed 
his  hopes  of  his  majefty’s  recove  y to  he  fuch,  that  if  his 
majefty  was  a comm  >n  pe  fon,  h fhould  fca  ce  entertain 
a doubt;  but  that  his  majefty’s  lefleCting  upon  an  illnefs 
of  that  kind  might  deprefs  his  fpi i its  and  retard  his  cure, 
more  than  a common  pei  fon  ; and  Dr.  Willis  having  now 
ftated  to  the  committee  that  he  has  no  ieafon  to  think 
that  his  majefty’s  fpi  its  have  been  depreffed,  or  his  cure 
reta.  ded,  by  his  having  i efleCted  upon  his  illnefs,  or  that 
he  has  fo  reflected  ; and  having  ftated  alio  to  this  com- 
mittee, that  he  has,  in  his  confcience,  hopes  of  his  ma- 
jefty’s , ecovery,  much  greater  than  he  had  when  he  was 
examined  before  the  former  committee ; Dr.  Willis  is 
defired  to  fay,  what  that  confidence  is.  which  is  much 
greater,  with  refpeCt  to  his  majefty’s  ecoveiy,  than  a ftate 
of  mind  which  fcarcely  entertains  a doubt  ? 

As  in  the  cafe  of  a common  patient,  the  fymptoms  are 
greatly  abated,  and  therefore  greater  hopes  of  his  recovery* 
As  to  his  pai  ticular  ftation  in  life,  from  my  knowledge  of 
his  majefty’s  fenfe  of  religion,  I have  greatei  hopes  that  he 
will,  with  a proper  refignation,  reflect  upon  what  it  has 
pleafed  God  to  have  afflicted  him  with. 

Then  do  you  mean  that  the  committee  (hould  under- 
ftand  that  your  apprehenfions,  with  refpeCt  to  the  con- 
fequences  of  his  majefty's  reflect  ng  upon  his  illnefs,  are 
not  the  fame  as  when  you  was  examined  before  the  former 
committee  ? 

They  are  not  fo  great,  for  the  reafon  I have  given. 

Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  was  not  by  at  the  converfation 
between  you  and  Dr.  Warren,  in  which  you  ufed  the 
words,  “ it  will  fall  upon  you  ?” 

Poffibly  he  might ; I believe  he  was. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  join  in  the  objection  made  by  Dr. 
Warren  to  the  propofed  alteration  in  the  repo,  t which 
was  then  in  queftion  ? 

Dr  Reynolds  faid  nothing,  and  I have  been  ufed  a good 
deal  to  ftand  alone  in  that  fo  t of  confultation. 

Did  you  hear  from  D . Reynolds  at  that  time,  or  after- 
wards, that  Dr.  Reynolds  did  agree  to  the  alte  ation 

propofed  ? I do  not  remember  any  thing  of  it. 

Withdtevr. 

Lvncty 
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Luna,  12 ° Die  Januarii  1789. 


The  Reverend  Doftor  FRAMCIS  WILLIS, 


jlgahi  called  in,  and  examined , 


Whether,  when  you  figned  accounts,  at  the  defire  of 
Dr.  Wairen,  and  by  the  perfuafion  of  Sir  Lucas  Pepys, 
lefs  favourable  than  the  circumftances  of  the  King’s  heaitli 
would  have  war*  anted,  you  thought  that  diffe  eiue  to  be 
a mere  difpute  about  wo  ds  ? 

I figned  no  account,  that  1 know  of,  by  Sir  Lucas  Pepys*  s 
perfuafion — what  I figned  by  his  perfuafion  was,  that 
Dr.  Warren  had  not  waked  his  majefty. 

Whether  you  did  at  any  time,  or  at  any  perfon’s  defire 
nr  perfuafion,  fign  \ eports  lefs  favourable  than  the  t u'.h 
would  have  W a ranted,  concerning  the  ftate  of  his  ma- 
jefty’s  health  ? 

Mot  by  any  perfuafion,  that  I know  of,  but  in  my  own 
mind,  rather  than  have  any  difpute  about  it. 

Was  it  to  prevent  a difpute  originally,  or  to  put  an 
end  to  the  continuance  of  a difpute  ? 

As  it  did  not  at  all  i efpetft  his  majefty's  cure,  and  we 
had  had  diftutes  about  words  before,  I did  not  then 
think  it  worth  while  to  have  any  for  the  futu:e. 

Do  you  think  that  the  truth  or  falfehood  of  a repo  t, 
figned  by  the  King’s  phyficians,  for  the  information  of 
his  fubjedts,  to  be  of  no  more  confequence  than  a difpu  e 
about  wo.ds  ? 

It  really  fti  nek  me  fo  then,  and  I am  not  at  all  affedted 
with  it  now. 

Whether  or  no  yoy  have  not  given  to  her  majefty,  and 
to  the  ladies  who  have  the  honour  to  be  about  her  perfon, 
more  exact  accounts,  according  to  your  opinion,  and  of  a 
more  confolatory  nature  ? 

1 have  always  given  them  the  truth,  to  the  bell  of  my 
opinion. 

Whether  thofe  accounts  were  in  fadt  of  a more  favour- 
able naiute  ? 

The  repo  t that  was  made  to  the  public,  is  from  the 
appearance  of  his  majefty  in  the  morning,  when  the 
fymptoms  have  ever  been  lefs  favourable;  the  accounts 
to  the  ladies  attending  her  majefty  have  been  frequently 
in  the  day,  and  therefore,  taking  the  whole  account  of 
A the  24  hours,  it  muft  appear  much  more  favourab  e. 

Is  it  true,  that  the  report  fent  to  St.  James’s  does  on'y 
inc  vide  the  ftate  of  his  majeftv's  hea  th  as  it  appears  in 
the  mo  ning,  and  does  not  extend  to  the  night  and  the  pre- 
ceding evening  and  day. 


It  entes  into  no  particu'ars  of  any,  except  quiet  or 
Jifturbid  ftate,  and  deep,  and  that  in  ftating  the  whole 
together,  it  cannot  be  fo  particu'ar  as  thofe  given  to  her 
majefty  every  hour  concerning  his  majefty's  heath, 
which  (he  muft  be  very  anxious  to  enquire  after. 

Queftion  repeated. 

I think  fevera!  times  the  report  might  have  faid,  that 
his  majefty  bad  palfed  fevera!  hours,  the  preceding  day 
in  many  refpedls  better  than  he  had  done  the  day  before. 

As  far  as  quiet,  or  not  quiet,  the  accbuut  does  include., 
what  paffed  in  the  preceding  evening  and  day — it  would  • 
not  be  particular  enough  ta  fatisfy  me  whether  he  was  '■ 
either  better  or  worfe. 

Whether,  taken  as  a general  report,  without  entering  ■ 
into  paiticulars,  it  is  more  or  lefs  favourable  to  the  ftate  E 
of  the  King's  health  than  the  truth  would  warrant? 

To  the  heft  of  my  judgment,  lefs  favourable. 

Is  It,  then,  lefs  fnvourah'e  than  the  general  refult  which 
might  be  drawn  from  all  the  circumftances  of  the  dif. 
ferent  accounts  which  you  give  to  the  ladies  a.tend.ng 
her  majefty  ? 

Yes,  I think  it  is. 

On  what  occafion,  and  for  what  purpofe,  did  you 
fign  the  ceitificate  re'-ative  to  the  tranfadlion  of  that  day, 
m which  you  was  infoimed  that  Dr.  Warren  had  pre 
vented  his  majefty  from  fleepuig  ? 

A good  natured  purpofe,  and  on  the  paper  being  offer.1 c 
me  to  fign,  and  being  allured  that  it  would  hurt  D. 
Warien’s  cliaradler  if  I did  not. 

At  the  time  of  figning  that  ceitifica'e,  did  you  explain 
to  Dr.  Warren,  or  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  or  to  any  other  per 
fon  then  prefent,  the  diftinction  and  refervation  vvliicl 
you  have  now  mentioned  to  this  committee  ? 

Yes,  very  particularly  to  both  Dr.  Warren  and  Sii 
Lucas  Pepys — whether  any  body  elfe  was  by  I do  not  re- 
member. 

Whether  you  called  in-any  of  the  phyficians  attending 
his  majefty,  or  the  furgeons  or  apntht caries,  or  any  othei 
perf  ns  than  thofe  of  your  own  family  and  the  pages,  to  be  » 
witnefs  of  the  circumftances  which  you  have  defcribec 
as  appearing  on  Friday  evening  laft  ? 1 did  not. 

Whether  your  purpofe,  in  excluding  any  perfons  froir 
coming  to  his  majefty,  except  by  your  own  permifiion 

Do 
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:T®om,  examined  them  very  carefully,  particularly  as 
Mo  the  temper,  with  which  they  conduced  themfelves 
. does  not  arife  from  an  apprehenfion  that  the  appearance 
■ of  Inch  perlons  might  excite  troublefome  emotions  ? 

Very  certainly. 

Whether  you  have  ever  confulted  the  regifters  of  pub- 
llic  h .fpitals,  or  .other  houfes  for  the  reception  of  patients 
labouring  under  tliis  malady  ? 

1 never  d.d.  Hofpitals  take  in  patients,  and  call  them 
tlthus  indifpofed.  Numbers  of  them  liave  been  io  indif- 
rpofed  for  years  perhaps,  and  they  do  not  give  you  any  ac- 
ccount  of  the  particular  fymptoms  of  the  malady  when 
Uakeu  into  the  hofpit  d. 

As  Dr.  Willis  lias  faid,  that  the  circumftance  of  perfons 
ego  in?  into  his  majefty’s  room  may  excite  troublefome 
cemotions  ; whether  his  experience  enables  him  to  fay 
ttliat  fuch  emotions  do,  or  do  not,  in  general  cafes,  retard 
tithe  cure  of  the  patient  ? In  my  opinion,  very  much. 

Will  you  inform  the  committee,  whether,  after  duly  at- 
ttcnding  to  every  circumftance  which  you  have  related  to 
i the  committee,  and  all  other  circumftances  which  have 
f fallen  under  your  obfervation,  or  have  lome  to  your 
•j  (.knowledge,  ref  peeking  his  majefty’s  cafe,  and  judging 
ffrom  fadts  and  experience  derived  from  your  own  prac- 
ttice,  you  have,  or  have  not,  greater  hopes  of  his  majefty’s 
rrecovery  than  when  you  was  examined  before  the  former 
ccommittee  ? . Much  greater  hopes. 

Whether  the  ftate  of  the  weather,  or  the  feafon  of  the 
£ \ year,  has  any  effect  upon  patients  labouring  under  this 
if,  idiforder?  _ _ 

'The  ftate  of  the  weather,  preventing  his  maje'y  frtim 
^ t taking  exercife,  and  keeping  up  a proper  pei  fpiration,  in 
i my  opinion,  has  had  a tendency  to  retard  his  majefty’s 
* t recovery. 

Has  his  majeftv  taken  any  exercife  from  the  time  of 
f,.  . your  a tendance  on  him  ? 

None,  for  about  a month  ; before  that  time  I think  he 
, ' walked  out  twice. — Withdrew, 
ft 


Do£tor  GISBORNE 

again  called  in,  and  examined. 

Was  you  at  Kew  on  Friday  night  laft  ? ■ —Yes. 

Whether  you  faw  the  King  in  the  courfe  of  that  even- 
ing i Tes. 

• At  about  what  hour  ? 

From  8 to  jc,  I think. 

Did  you  p ay  at  piquet  with  the  King  ? 

Yes. 

Did  the  King  play  in  a fteady  recollected  manner  ? 
Moderately  fo. 

Did  he  play  as  a man  in  mental  health  would  play  ? 
Certainly  not  f«  well  as  that. 

F 


Were  tliere,  in  the  courfe  of  play,  frequent  ftgns  of 
the  continuance  of  his  Majefty's  dilorder  t 

I have  faid,  in  anfwer  to  a former  queftion,  that  the 
material  changes  in  his  Majefty's  fitnation,  1 think,  are 
a better  ftate  of  health,  and  more  quictnefs  in  his  man- 
ner. I think  that  is  an  anfwer.  There  were  ftgns  of 

the  cont  nuance  of  his  Majeflv’s  diforder. 

Whether  you  was  prefent  at  any  reading  with  his  Ms- 
jelly  ? 

No;  he  did  not  read  while  I was  prefent. 

Have  you  at  any  time  obferved,  that  your  going  into 
his  Majefty’s  room  has  been  acanfe  of  any  iriitation  ? 

I think  lefs  with  me  than  with  others. 

Do  you  know  that  the  g ing  in  of  any  of  his  Majefly  s 
phyftcians,  other  than  Dr.  Willis,  or  th  going  in  of  fur- 
geons  or  apothecaries,  has  been  a greater  caufe  if  irrita- 
tion than  the  going  in  of  Dr. 'Willis  or  his  fon  ? 

I think  thole  he  fees  the  ofteneft  ir  itate  him  the  leaft. 

Was  you  prefent  at  the  time  when  Dr.  Willis  feemed 
to  impute  a difturhance  of  his  Majefty  to  the  unfeafon- 
able  going  in  of  Dr.  V\  arreu-? 

I remember  Dr.  Willis’s  faying,  he  thought  the  going! 
in  of  us  together  irritated  his  Majefty. 

Were  you  ever  prefent  when  Dr.  Willis  did  at  any  time 
impute  to  Dr.  Warren,  his  having  gono  in  fo  as  to  pre- 
vent his  Majefty’s  fleeping  ? 

I do  not  remember  his  faying  fo. 

Withdrew, 


Doftor  WARREN 

called  in,  and  examined . 

Have  you  feen  the  King  to-day  ? 

Yes. 

In  what  ftate  did  y.  u find  his  Majefty  this  morning 
and  what  account  had  you  of  the  anteceding  day  ? 

I found  his  Majeftv  in  a very  irritated  ftate  this  morn- 
ing, and  was  informed  that  he  has  had,  in  the  whole,1 

but  five  h urs  fleep  iu  the  three  laft  nights that  having 

had  no  fleep  at  all,  or  very  little,  the  night  before  laft,  it 
was  propofed  to  give  him  fomethihg  laft  night  to  com* 

pofe  and  quiet  him fuch  a medicine  was  written  down', 

but  was  not  given  him.  It  was  propofed  yefterday  to 
carry  his  Majefty  out  to  take  the  air.  I was  not  inform- 
ed that  this  was  mentioned  in  the  confultaion  in  tbe 
morning,  but  I was  informed  by  Dr.  John  Willis,  that  his 
Majefty’s  pulfe  was  yefierday  120  in  a minute — I was 
likewife  informed  that  he  had  lain  all  night  under  coer^ 
don,  and  had  fwcated  a great  deal.  Some  prudent  per- 
fon  advifed  his  Majefty  fhould  not  be  carried  out 

to  take  the  air. 1 have  reafon  to  think  that 

the  pulfe  became  quieter  in  the  courfe  of  the  dav. 
—I  found  it  tliis  morning  between  and  108  in  a 
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mnute,  and  obferved  marks  of  fevsr  on  his  Maieftv’s 
ongue.  Dr.  John  Willis  told  me  that  he  had  nromifed 
o carry  his  Vlajefty  out  to-day  and  defirej  me  to  con- 
jder,  whether  the  not  complying  with  his  expeflations 

mght  not  irritate  him  a great  deal 1 was  forry 

hat  lie  had  had  fuch  a promife;  I was  neceflitated  to  take 
he  leaftof  two  evils,  and  advifed  that  his  Majefty  fhould 
lot  be  carried  out,  the  thermometer  being  17,  as  I am 
nformed,  below  the  freezing  point  ; and  particularly,  as 
Jr.  Willis  has  always  obferved,  that  keeping  the  pores 
ipen  always  does  his  majefty  great  good.  His  majefty 
his  morning  fuffered  me  to  come  from  him  with  great 
lifnculty,  and  could  not  eafily  be  prevailed  upon  by  me 
0 let  go  my  hand.  1 

When  did  you  fee  his  majefty  before  ? 

The  day  before  yefterday on  Saturday  morning. 

In  what  ftate  was  he  then  ? 

^ His  majefty  had  fome  fever  then— — pulfe  between 
la  and  90,  I believe,  but  was  very  irritable  ; could  not 
»e  kept  to  the  fame  object  for  any  fpace  of  time — tried  to 
play  at  cards  with  me,  but  could  not,  and  (hewed  many 
ftrong  marks  of  his  diftemper. 

Whether  you  have  ever  obferved,  upon  your  going  in 
to  his  majefty  that  his  majefty's  irritation  was  increafed 
by  your  prefence,  and  whether  he  has  fhewn  any  fign 
of  diflike  to  you  ? 

His  majefty  in  general  receives  me  with  eagernefs — 
thinks  he  has  fomething  peculiar  to  fay  to  me,  and  fre- 
quently propofes  to  confer  favours  upon  me ; he  has  dune 
fo  this  morning. 

Whether  his  majefty  has  ever  fhewn  any  figns  of  diflike 
towards  you  ? 

Not  lately  ; but  his  majefty  fometimes  mixes  marks  of 
Jiflike  with  marks  of  favour;  but  in  general  thofe  of 
Favour  are  greatly  predominate  ? 

Since  what  time  have  you  chiefly  obferved  mark.5  of  dif- 
favour  ? 


I 


I do  not  recoiled*  any  mark  of  disfavour  at  any  parti- 
cular time.  I was  in  great  disfavour  at  Windfor — it  con- 

:inucd  for  fome  time  after  his  majefty  came  to  Kew  ; it 

>egan  to  diminifh  foon  after  Dr.  Willis  came  ; I gra- 
lually  grew  into  great  favour,  and  remain  fo  at  prefent, 
sxceptmg  that  fometimes  he  has  found  fault  with  me  for 
aringing  him  from  Windfor ; but  at  another  time  told 
me,  I did  right  in  bringing  him  from  Windfor ; and  per- 
haps found  fome  other  faults,  but  not  lately,  that  I 
tnow  of.  This  is  the  progrefs,  to  the  belt  of  my  re- 
;ol'edtion. 

Have  you  heard  that  his  majefty  has  been  irritated  by 
•the  coming  in  of  his  majefty’s  ordinary  phyficians,  fur- 
jeons,  or  apothecaries,  in  a greater  degree  than  by  the 
:oming  in  of  Dr.  Willis  and  his  fons  ? 

Not  that  I know  of ; I have  never  been  fo  informed. 

Whether  the  prefence  of  any  objedt,  which  tends  to 
ixcite  ftrong  emotions  in  his  majefty’s  mind,  is  favour - 
ible,  or  otherwife,  to  his  recovery  ? 

Unfavourable. 

Hat  there,  in  fadt,  been  any  introduction  pf  p erf  on  s,  J 


to  your  knowledge,  which  had  a tendency  to  excite 
fuch  emotions,  and  to  produce  fuch  irritations  ? 

Yes.— I fhould  like  to  give  an  account  of  the  firft  con- 
fultation  we  had  with  Dr.  Willis The  day  that  I in- 

troduced Dr.  Willis  to  the  King,  I fummoned  the  reft: 
of  his  majefty’s  phyficians  to  a confultation  at  my  houfe. 
It  was  there  firft  fettled  as  a principle,  that  quiet  of  body 
and  mind  were  to  be  endeavoured  to  be  obtained  by 
every  means  pofiible  ; and  that  every  thing  fhould  be 
carefully  kept  from  his  majefty  that  might  tend  to  pre- 
vent this  defirable  acquifi'ion.  It  was  fettled  that  a re- 
gular coercion  fhould  be  made  ufe  of — that  every  thing 
fhould  be  kept  from  his  majefty  that  was  likely  to  excite 
any  emotion — that  though  his  majefty  had  not  fhewn 
any  figns  of  an  intention  to  injure  himfelf,  yet  that  it  was 
abfolutely  necelTarv,  confidering  the  hidden  impulfes  to 
which  his  diftemper  fubjedts  people,  to  put  every  thing 
out  of  the  way  that  could  do  any  mifehief.  To  all  this 
Dr.  Willis  afTented — yet  the  very  next  day  he  put  a razor 
into  his  majefty’s  hand,  and  a penknife.  When  I faw 
the  Dodlor  next,  I afked  him  how  he  could  venture  to  do 
fuch  a thing — he  faid,  he  fhuddered  at  what  he  had 
done.  As  he  made  ufe  of  this  expreflion,  I did  not  think 
it  neceflary  to  fay  much  to  him  upon  the  fuhjedt.  On  the 
12th  of  December,  as  I apprehend,  the  King  took  a walk 
in  the  garden,  and  fome  of  the  royal  children  were 
fhewn  to  him — this  produced  a confiderahle  emotion, 
which  was  accompanied  with  adts  demonltrating  that 
emotion,  as  I was  informed,  fa  the  beft  of  my  memory, 
by  Mr.  Keate.  Notwithftandmg  this  effedt  of  feeing  the 
children,  Dr.  Willis,  the  next  day,  introduced  that  perfon, 
whofe  great  and  amiable  qualities  we  all  know  muft  ne- 
ceflarily  make  her  the  deareft  and  tendered  objedt  of  his 
majefty’s  thoughts : The  interview  was  lhort  : his  ma- 
jefty was  foon  afterwa  ds  in  a great  ftate  of  irritation, 
and  the  ftridl  coercion  was,  I believe,  for  the  firft  time, 
adtually  applied  that  night — the  blifters  were  put  on 
that  night  likewife.  The  next  time  that  I faw  Dr. 
Willis,  I fpoke  to  him  upon  this  fubjedt  with  fome 
degree  of  fharpnefs,  becaufe  it  was  cont  ary  to  my 
o inion,  and  contrary  to  what  had  been  fettled  in  con- 
fultation  ; for  it  had  been  fettled,  that  whatever  could  be 
done  by  deliberation,  fhould  be  referred  to  confultation  ; 
that  the  condudt  of  his  majefty,  in  the  inte  ior  room, 
fhould  be  left  to  Dr.  Willis’s  diferetion,  becaufe  it  did. 
not  admit  of  deliberation.  I do  not  know  that  I con- 
vinced the  Dodtor  that  his  opinion  was  wrong,  but  that 
the  adl  was  contrary  to  what  was  laid  down  in  confulta- 
tion could  not  be  denied.  I was  always  confidered,  hy 
the  higheft  authority,  as  the  firft  phyfician,  and  there- 
fore thought  myfelf  particularly  refponfible  : I thought 
myfelf  obliged  to  look  into,  and  to  enquire  after  every 
thing  that  related  to  his  majefty  : I did  not  fuppofe  my- 
felf in  a different  fituation  upon  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Willis, 
and  therefore  took  the  liberty  of  fpeaking  to  him  with 
fome  degree  of  authority.  I remember,  when  his  three 
attendants  arrived,  I fent  for  them  into  the  phyficians 

towards 
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( towards  tliofe  whom  they  attended,  and  fpoke  to  them, 
;as  they,  were  ftrangers  to  me,  in  fuch  a manner  as 
tto  let  them  know  that  their  conduct  would  be  ftriftly 
r-obferved,  My  being  firft  phyfician  made  me  talk  to 
lUr.  Willis  about  ever,  thing  that  I heard  of,  that  did 
mot  appear  to  me  to  be  quite  accurate,  and  fometimes 
ded  to  difputes.  I informed  the  Doftor,  that  he  was 
there  in  a double  capacity,  as  phyfician  and  attendant 
nil  his  majefty  in  the  interior  room — that  1 muft  take 
my  (bare  in  direeling  whatever  i elated  to  him  in  the 
.sapac’ty  of  phyfician,  though  I Ihould  not  interfere  with 
rrefpcft  to  the  , onduft  of  his  majefty  in  the  interior  room. 
SNot  many  days  after  this  tranl'aftion  I obferveu  a book 
in  his  Majcfty’s  hands,  which  a hefted  me  much,  and  im- 
-medi.itely  determined  me  to  bring  a charge  againft  Dr. 
Willis,  for  what  I thought  bad  praftice.  I do  not  mean 
so  bring  the  ftory  of  this  book  as  a fault,  becaufe  I be-  ! 
ieve  there  was  no  intention  to  convey  fuch  a book  to  his  I 
Majefty  : I was  the  play  of  King  Lear,  not  in  a volume 
if  Shakefpeare,  but  it  was  a correfted  Lear,  by  C'olm.m, 
rnd  mixed  with  his  plays.  1 have  no  reafonto  think,  that 
Dr.  Willis  could  fufpeft  that  fuch  a play  was  in  that  vo- 
lume. His  Majefty  told  me  that  Dr.  Willis  bio.ght  him 
he  book,  and  Dr.  Willis  did  not  deny  it,  when  I fpoke  to 
aim  oh  the  fuhjeft.  I do  not  bring  this  as  a fault,  but  it 
vas  the  circumftance  that  determined  me  ta  put  in  exc- 
ut'01! what  I had  been  thinking  of  before,  with  refpeft 
u Dr.  Willis  ; for  his  Majefty’s  obfervation  on  the  book 
:ffefted  me  ftrangely.  1 carried  an  account  of  this  to 
ne  Prince  of  Wales,  and  he  dehredme,  as  h*  had  done 
i every  cafe  of  difticully  that  had  happened,  from  the  be- 
: inning  of  the  itlnefs,  to  lay  the  affairs  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  Lord  Chancellor  went  to  Kew,  1 be- 
icve  ; and  the  refult  was,  when  1 faw  the  Lord  Clian- 
ellor,  that  the  rules  of  the  confutation  fhould  be  ftrift- 

' obeyed. Dr.  Willis  nas,  a fecond  time,  intro- 

uce.l  the  fame  great  and  amiable  perfon.  I was  inform- 
1,  that  fame  degree  of  iriitation  came  on  in  the  night  • 
ut  having  coliefted,  as  I thought,  from  feveral  fmall 
rcumftances,  that  the  power  of  introducing  perfons  to 
is  majefty,  was  to  be  left  entirely  to  Dr.  Willis,  I did  not 
lake  any  complaint  about  it. 

( Car.  you  afeertain  the  time  of  the  laft  interview  ? 

1 1 cannot. 

' What  time  of  die  day  was  the  firft  interview  ? 

II  apprehend  the  firft  interview  was  in  the  evening  ; 
id  that  the  interview  happened,  not  only  without  con- 
uting  his  Majefty' s phyficians  colleftively,  but  that  Dr. 
lfborne,  who  was  in  the  houfe  that  evening,  and  fitting 
the  antichamber  when  the  introduftion  took  place,  was 
infulted  upon  theoccafion. 

Do  you  know  who  were  prefent  at  the  interview  ? 

'tT  Dr-  Gi‘bor“  w“  m 
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I cannot  tell ; but  I apprehend  a little  before  or  foo» 
after,  he  went  to  bed  : I do  not  know  theexaft  time  ol 
the  interview. 

Had  you  any  particular  account  of  that  interview,  or 
of  the  effeft  which  it  produced  at  the  time  ? 

If  I miftake  not,  Dr.  Willis  informed  me  it  lafted 
about  five  minutes,  every  thing  patted  agreeably,  but 
that  fomething  was  then  faid,  that  induced  Dr.  Willis  to 
put  an  end  to  the  vifit. 

Had  you  any  account  of  the  circumftances  or  motives 
which  led  to  that  interview  ? 

I had  no  account  previous  to  the  interview.  After*! 
wards,  in  talking  upon  the  fubjeft  with  D.  .Willis,  he] 
mentioned  his  motives,  or  reafons,  for  thinking  the  in* 
tei  view  would  be  of  fervice  ; which  I could  not  agree 
to. 

H hether  you  recolleft  the  circumftancts  which  at* 
tended  your  waiting  upon  his  majefty,  upon  any  particular  ] 
day,  concerning  which  it  has  been  fince  faid,  that  yotr 
prevented  his  majefty  from  going  to  lleep  f 

I never  could  accurately  learn  what  day  was  fixed — I 
only  had  a fufpicion  of  the  day.  1 wifh  to  have  a day 
fixed,  that  I may  meet  the  charge. 

Was  there  any  day  on  which  Div Willis  feemed  to  be 
peculiarly  folicitous  to  prevent,  or  delay,  your  going  ini 
to  the  king  ? 

I do  not  recolleft  any  fuch  day. 

y°u  recolleft  any  converfation  you  had  with  Dr. 
Vrlis  concerning  the  king’s  being  afleep,  or  difpofed  to 
lleep,  at  a time  when  you  was  going  in  to  his  majefty  ? 

I temember  a morning  when  Dr.  Willis  faid,  his  ma» 
jefty  had  had  a bad  night,  which  1 myielf  had  been 
acquainted  with  by  alking  the  page,  as  I patted  by  the 
king  s anti-chamber,  the  door  of  which  I opened  as 

I was  going  into  the  phyficians  room.. In  the 

phyfician’s  room  I mentioned  that  I had  learnt  the 
King  had  had  a very  had  night,  but  was  then  fallen  afleep. 
n and  vvhat  difeourfe  patted  between  me  and 

Ur.  Willis  then,  about  the  night,  I do  not  know— a few 
woi  ds  only.  The  doftor  foon  went  out  of  the  room,  and 
when  he  returned,  faid,  “ That  the  King  was  not  fleep- 

!nBA/rh  tf]at  he  fPoke-”— 1 £ot  up,  the  attending  phyfici- 
an of  the  day  with  me,  and  walked  towards  Dr  Willis— 
we  went  together  through  the  Anti  Chamber;  when: 

WmkVfd.at  d°°r  °f  hli  Maiefty’s  «>ed  room,  Dr. 

, . faid,  you  may  open  the  door,  a circumftance  that 
I do  not  recolleft  ever  happened  to  me  before  ; fome- 
body  elfe  generally  opening  the  door  : when  I opened  it, 

I found  that  the  room  was  dart.  I ftepped  fo, wards 
very  flowly  ; as  foon  as  I had  gone  the  width  of  the  door, 
lwas  v.fible  to  his  Majefty.  The  door  being  open,  hie 
Majefty  immediately  addrefled  himfelf  very  pointedly  to 
me,  faying,  “I  am  glad  to  fee  you,”  and  add- 
ing his  wifh  to  be  raleafed  from  the  ftate  he  was 
then  in,  which  was  a ftate  of  coercion,  I hefitated  * 
went  one  ftep  back  to  look  for  Dr.  Willis,  who  was 
Handing  very  near  me.  I faid  fomething  to  the  Doftor, 

S *■  and 
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and  he  immediately  replied,  in  fubftarice,  that  if  hit  ma- 
n:jetly  complained  I might  comply  with  his  requeft.  In 
onfequence  of  which  it  was  done,  by  my  defire.  I ftaid 
Hbui  a (hort  time  with  his  m.jefty,  and,  as  I was  walking 
u(back,  I laid,  “ I had  fome  doubts  whether  the  comply- 
ing with  his  m ije tty's  requeft  was  not  impropor,  for 
)l;he  is  in  a very  irritated  ftate  ” Dr.  Willis  faid,  “ his 
hjnajefty’s  will  rife  prefently,  and  then  we  (hull  be  able  to 
lodo  without  coercion.” 

nl  Whether  Dr.  Willis  exprelTed,  at  that  time,  any  dif- 
^ipleafure  at  what  you  had  done,  or  reprefeuted  to  you  any 
,pmifchief  that  he  conceived  likely  to  enfue  from  it  ? 
h Not  that  I remember. 

Jil  On  what  occafion  did  any  difcourfe  arife,  conc.-rning 
^ any  certificate  lubfcribed  by  Dr.  Willis,  nlative  to  a 
tranfadtion  in  which  his  majefty’s  lleep  liad  been  pre- 
vented or  inte.  rupted  ? 

The  ftory  was  fo  abfurd,  that  I never  gave  myl'elf  the 
trouble  of  confuting  it.  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  faid,  the  ftory 
3c  would  do  me  a great  deal  of  harm.  I told  him,  I did  not 
aevalue  it,  or  fome  fuch  expreflion.  Notwrhftanding 
pi  which,  without  any  Intimation  from  me  on  the  fubjed!, 
ft,  he  wrote  down  a paper,  without  my  knowing  what  it 
was  about,  till  he  was  very  near  the  end  of  it,  and  in  a 
to*ninute  or  two  more  fhe wed  it  to  Dr.  Willis,  who  came 
b^iDto  the  room  about  that  time,  and  laid,  that  he  had  no 
o objection  to  figning  of  it.  1 never  confidered  it  of  any 
importance,  nor  do  I now. 

fti  Do  you  recoiled!,  that  a paper  was  offered  to  Dr. 
qv  Willis,  and  that  he  refufed  to  lign  it,  if  it  contained  any 
fo  thing  to  the  purpefe,  that  you  did  not  go  into  his  ma- 
jefty’s room  at  a time  that  it  w s probable  you  might  pre- 
;0  vent  his  majefty  going  to  fleep  ? 

I apprehend  the  dod!or  faid  fomething  upon  that  fub- 
jjil  jed!  after  it  was  figned. 

Fa'  Do  you  recolledt  any  thing  further  upon  that  fubjedt  ? 

After  it  was  over,  I laid  to  Dr.  Willis,  I would  not 
fa  tell  you  that  I had  done  you  a civility  this,  morning, 
while  this  thing  was  depending,  and  then  mentioned  it  to 
;u  him. 

ir  Do  you  recoiled!  any  converfation  relative  to  your 
>e  faying  you  wasafpy  upon  them  all  ? 
lu  I do,  nod  I am  very  glad  this  circumftnnce  was  men- 
tioned.  I went  upon  a certain  morning,  immediately 
Dr  after  my  ai  rival  at  Kcw,  into  the  anti-'-hSmber,  and 
ti  alked  the  page  how  his  majefty  did  ? he  replied,  that  he  had 
ia  had  a very  had  night,  was  juft  then  fallen  afleep,  and  you 
tr  nwll  not  go  in.  You  I. now,  faid  I,  that  I am  a fpy,  and 
:o  nraft  fee  the  King  ; I did  not  mean  then  ; and  went 
immediately  to  the  phyficians  100m.  This  was  fpoken 
:h  in  a very  good'  naturod  manner',  and  meant  no  more,  than 
{e  that  I,  from  my  fituation,  w'as  an  infped!or.  Will  the 
;c  committee  pleafe  to  confider,  whetlver  any  man,  who 
meant  to  be  a fpy,  ever  told  it  of  himlelf } 

Have  aay  violent  difputes  ever  exifted  between  his 
ix  majefty’s  phyficians,  concerning  the  method  of  his  me- 
ib  dical  treatment  > 

So,  if  you  mean  the  medicines,  fo  far  as  I know. 


; 


Have  any  difputes  arifen  between  any  of  the  phyficians 
among  themleives  (the  difputes  with  Dr.  Willis  ex- 
cepted) concerning  any  part  of  his  treatment  ( 

N,  ver. 

Do  you  recoiled!  whether  Dr.  Willis  remonftrnted 
againft  the  ufe  of  hliftors,  as  fuppofing  them  improper  in 
this  cafe,  or  dangerous  ? 

On  the  contrary,  the  Doflor  fpoke  highly  in  com- 
mendation of  blifters  in  fimilar  diforders. 

Do  you  recoiled!  any  Perfon  that  was  prefent  at  this  di- 
courfe  ? 

1 believe  all  the  phyficians  can  fpeak  to  his  holding  this 
language — fome  of  them  can,  1 certainly  know — Dr. 
Gifborne,  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  Dr.  Reynolds,  and  probably 
Sir  George  Hat  er. 

Whether,  upon  the  whole  confideration  of  his  ma- 
jefty’s cafe,  from  your  own  obfervation,  and  the  belt  in- 
formation you  can  colled!,  h s majefty  is  mended,  in  his 
particular  diforder,  fiuce  you  were  firft  examined  before 
this  committee  ? 

No  ; he  was  more  difturbed  part  of  yefterday,  and  ths 
night  before,  from  the  information  that  I received,  and 
is  fothis  morning,  than  Iufually  fee  him. 

Whether,  in  the  report  fent  to  St-  James’s,  the  words 
“tranquil,”  “quiet,”  “calm,”  “ compofed,’’  and  rli* 
like,  are  meant  by  you,  fo  far  as  you  have  figned  them, 
to  exprefs  any  amendment  in  the  King’s  peculiar  malady 
or  a different  ftate  of  temper,  the  fame,  or  conftderable 
fymptoms  of  derangement  exifting  ? 

The  words  are  not  meant  by  me  to  exprefs  any  amend- 
ment of  the  important  complaint. 

Has  any  influence,  command,  diredtion,  or  perfuafion, 
been  ufed  to  you,  from  any  perfon  whatfoever,  to  rep.e- 
fent  his  majefty’s  cafe  in  a lefs  favourable  light  than  it 
appeared  to  you  upon  your  own  judgment  ? 

Certainly  not. 

When  Dr.  Warren  was  examined  before  this  committee 
on  Thurfday  hft  ,was  he  acquainted  at  that  time  with  the 
fevetal  circumftnnces  of  Dr.  Wiilis’s  conduit  which  he 
has  this  day  ftated  to  the  committee,  as  having  excited  ir- 
ritation in  his  majefty  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  the  paper  which  you  received  from  Dr. 
Willis  was,  in  point  of  fad!,  according  to  the  heft  of 
your  prefent  recolledtion,  an  acknowledgment  that  ycu 
had  not  waked  his  majefty,  or  an  acknowledgment  that 
you  had  not  prevented  him  from  going  to  fleep  ? 

1 rnuft  refer  to  the  paper  ; I can  haidly  fay  that  I read 
it  with  accuracy — but  I am  ready  to  fend  the  paper 
here.  < 

Whether,  upon  that  morning  in  which  you  fay,  that 
you  ufed  the  words  in  the  fenfe  in  which  you  have  ex- 
plained them,  relative  to  your  being  a fpy,  you  recoiled! 
being  defired  by  Mr..  Braun d,  or  Mr.  Compton,  or  Dr 
Willis,  not  to  go- into  his  majefty's  room  i 

I certainly  heard  no  fuch  words  at  the  time  1 wai 
going  into  the  room ; I have  already  related  what  1 hears 
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11  "ii  the  page,  when  I firft  went  into  the  anti-chamber, 
'■  ny  arrival  at  Kew. 

Did  you,  according  to  the  rule  which  on  Thuricfay 
. yen  ftated  to  the  committee,  you  h id  made  ever  fince 
^ V\  ill  is  came,  not  to  go  in  without  afking  the  dodlor 

iis  fon  whether  it  was  a proper  time  tor  you  to  go  in  t 
Jo,  l did  not  ; but,  upon  the  dudlor’s  obferving  that 
i king  was  awake,  1 took  it  for  granted  that  this 
ived  that  it  was  a proper  time  for  my  going  into  the 
(g’s  room. 

,Vas  there  any  particular  neceflity  for  your  going  m 
4 ; : morning  ? 

!,  -’he  lan  e necefiity  there  always  was,  together  with 
if  :circwmft..nce  of  its  having  been  a bad  night. 

Whether  the  ciicumll  nies  which  you  have  mention- 
fc  ..of  tfie  incre.ife  of  irritation,  the  qnicknefs  of  pulfe, 
i>  ; the  ocher  fymptoms,  as  having  been  obferved  or 
a , llt  by  you  fince  you  were  lai't  examined  by  this  Com- 
:t  :<ee,  produce  any  material  alteration  in  the  opinion 
, cli  you  have  before  ftated  to  this  Committee  refpedl- 
i the  probability  of  his  M. jetty's  recovery  ?—  No. 
i 'pm  what  ground  was  your  opinion  of  recovery 
,.ided  > — By  calculation 

4 Withdrew. 
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Sir  GEORGE  BAKER, 

again  called  in,  and  examined . 


When  did  you  laft  Ice  his  Majefty  ? 

efterday.  . - 

Will  you  infoim  the  committee  in  what  his  majefty 
: theu,  and  had  been  in  the  d.;y  preceding,  accodmg 
i ,your  own  oblervations,  and  tlic  beft  information  you 
a received  ? ... 

according  to  the  information  which  1 eceived,  his 
efty  had  palled  the  preceding  afternoon  quietly  ; that 
iad  z very  reftlefs  night,  without  any  Uocp  ; th  t from 
o’clock  to  eight  in  the  morning  he  was  very  much 
urbed.  When  I vifited  .is  majefty,  he  talked  for 
ut  a min  te  a little  cimfiflcntly,  but  tit-  n went  into 
■tnl  alienation. 

: low  long  did  yon  ft  ly  with  his  m jeftv  ? 

'erliaps  about  twenty  minutes — I cannot  f:y  with  ac- 
acy. 

>0  you,  from  what  you  have  obferved  on  this  ahd 
mer  oecafions,  bel  eve  h s m jeftv  to  have  been,  at 
time  lately,  capable  of  re  ding  .1  book,  with  .uten- 
i and  ohfei  vation,  for  any  length  of  time,  together  f 
'rom  what  I have  obferved  I .Cety,  I do  not  cone  ive 
t hij  majefty  has  been  capable  of  reading  a book,  for 
' length  of  time,,  with  attention  and  obfervation. 


Whether,  when  you  obferved  the  firfl  fymptoms  of  hi* 
Majefty’s  diforder,  on  the  22d  of  Odfobrr,  you  communi- 
cated your  apprehenfions  to  any  perfon^ 

I communicated  my  apprehenfions  by  a note  to  the  chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

To  any  other  perion  ? 

No,  not  that  night,  except  to  Mr.  P.  Hawkins. 

When  did  you  communicate  your  apprehenfions  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exechquer  ? 

The  2zd  of  Odlober. 

Do  you  recoiled!  the  circumfiances  of  that  communica- 
tion to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  or  any  thing  that 
palled  in  confequence  ? 

The  terms  of  the  communication  were,  “ Sir  George 
Baker  is  forry  to  acquaint  Mr.  P-tt,  that  he  has  jufl  left 
his  Majellyin  an  agitation  of  fprits  bordering  on  deli- 
rium. ’ In  confequence  of  that  communieation,  Mr.  Pitt 
called  on  me,  on  Thurfday  the  23d  of  Odlober,  about  two 
o'clock  in  ihe  morning,  I believe,  after  1 was  gone  to  bed. 
It  was  twelve  o’clock  when  I came  home,  and  1 fent  the 

note  to  Mr.  Pitt  immediately  after. 1 endeavoured  to 

give  Mr.  Pitt  a moie  full  account  of  what  I had  obferved. 

Do  you  recoiled!  being  afked,  in  that  converfation,  if 
you  thought,  under  the  circumfiances  you  had  mentioned, 
it  was  prudent  that  his  Majcfiy  fhould  be  left  that  night 
without  any  phyfician,  or  fomething  to  that  efifedl  t 

1 do  not  recoiled!  any  thing  of  the  kind. 

Do  you  recoiled!  mentioning,  after  fome  converfation  ora 
the  particular  circpmftances  of  his  Majefly’s  fituation  at 
that  time,  that  Mr.  Hawkins  the  furgeon  was  in  the 
houfe,  or  next  door,  and  that  you  thought  that  folly  fuffi- 
cient? 

I do  recoiled!  that  I told  Mr.  Pitt,  that  Mr.  Hawkins 
and  I had  talked  about  bleeding  his  Majefly,  and  that  we 
waited  fome  time  in  cunfideratioD  of  that,  before  I left  the 
houfe  ; but  we  found  no  alarm  had  been  taken  by  any  of 
the  family,  and  that  if  any  difficulty  occurred  in  the 
night,  Mr.  Hawkins  would  naturally  be  fent  for,  and  in 
an  hour,  or  au  hour  and  an  half,  I could  come  to  his  Ma- 
yfly- . 

Whether  you  mentioned  the  circumftance  of  the  King’s 
ill'  efs  to  any  other  prrfon  near  his  Majefty,  from  jhdt  time 
to  the  time  of  his  next  attack  f 

I do  not  recoiled!  that  1 did. 1 muft  explain  that  j 

for  when  I went  the  next  morning,  I found  his  Majefty 
had  palled  a very  quiet  night,  and  was  w thout  complaint, 
as  I roramunicated  to  Mr.  Pitt  by  his  meflenger.. 

Then  you  did  not  conceive  it  ncreflary.,  or  advifcable,  to 
acquaint  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  or  any 
other  of  the  royal  family,  with  the  apprehenfions  you  had 
conceived  the  night  before  i 

1 did  not  conceive  it  neceffary  to  acquaint  his  Royal 
H ghntfs  with  my  appieheufi  ms  the  night  before,  for  this 
reafon  only,  becaufe  I Thought  I had  been  miftaken. 

Did  you,  for  the  fame  rtalon,  abftaiu  from  informing 
her  h'iajefly  ? 

For  the  lame  resfon.  „ 

Whether 
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Whether  Sir  George  Baker  obferves  any  further  degree 
of  convalefcence  in  his  Majefty,  than  when  he  was  laft 
examined  before  this  Committee  ? 

No  figns  of  convalefcence. 

'Whether  Sir  George  Baker,  duly  attending  to  thecir- 
ctrmflances  which  he  has  mentioned  in  his  examination 
this  evening,  does,  or  does  nor,  in  h s confcience,  think 
that  the  chance  of  his  Majtfty’s  recovery,  from  his  pre- 
fect indifpofition,  is  as  good,  or  greater,  or  lefs,  than  it 
was  when  he  was  laft  examined  before  this  Committee  ? 

Ir  is  as  good. 

Can  you  define  to  the  Committee  the  meaning  of  the 
word  “ coovalel’cence-?-” 

Some  degiee  of  recovery,  T fuppofe,  it  means.— It  docs  not 
fnean  a recovery,  it  means  fomething  towards  a rccovciy. 

\\  hether,  in  any  diforder,  any  decree  of  amendment 
would  come  under  the  term  “ convalefcencc  ?” 

I th  nk  hardly.-  — In  a fever,  if  vour  pulfe  was  fome- 
what  quieter  to-day  than  yefterday,  I (hould  not  fay  you 
were  convalefcent,  but  that  you  were  better. 

Is  it  to  be  underflood  that  a perfon  may  be  better,  with- 
out being  convalefcent? He  certainly  may 


When  you  attended  his  Majefty  yefterday,  what  were 
the  obfervations  you  made  upon  the  (late  ol  his  Majefty’s 
pulfe,  and  of  the  (late  of  his  general  bodily  health? 

The  ftate  of  the  pulfe  was  84,  and  as  to  the  ftate  of  his 
bodily  health,  it  was  much  as  it  had  been.  His  Majefty 
is  grown  extremely  thin. 

Was  there  any  fever,  or  any  thing  materially  different  in 
the  ftate  of  his  bodily  health  front  what  it  had  been  for 
fbme  time ?— — No,  nothing  materially  different. 

Does  his  Majefly’s  general  habit,  or  his  prefent  difordcr, 
make  his  Majefty  liable  to  fudden  and  temporary  variations 
in  the  ftate  of  his  pulfe? 

I do  not  know  the  meaning  of  the  word  “ habit but 
as  to  the  prefent  diforder,  it  certainly  makes  his  Majefty 
liable  to  fudden  variations  of  his  pulfe.  I have  counted  it 
from  68  to  126,  but  not  within  fhort  intervals. 

Whether  you  confider  fome  temporary  or  occafional  ra- 
tional difeourfe,  a proof  of  the  abfence  of  this  malady  ? 

I do  not. 

Will  you  inform  the  committee,  whether  you  have,  or 
have  not,  known  many  people  extremely  ill  of  this  malady, 
and  who  have  never  been  cured,  that  did  notwithftanding 
occafionally  ufe  fome  rational  difeourfe? 

I have  hardly  ever  feen  a perfon  in  that  fituation,  who 
cannot  occafionally  talk  rationally. 

Whether  you  do  not  know  perfons  in  this  malady,  who, 
in  the  prefence  of  certain  attendants,  have  abftained  from 
thofe  difeourfes  and  a£lions  which  would  indicate  the  ma- 
lady ?— — Certainly. 

How  many  perfons  labouring  under  this  malady,  who 
had  been  three  months  ill,  have  recovered,  under  the  foie 
Care  of  yourfelf,  during  your  life ? 1 .—Not  one. 

Whether  a patient  having  occafional  rational  converfa- 
tion,  while  labouring  under  this  malady,  is  not  more  fa- 
vourable than  when  that  circumftancc  is  wanting  ? 


I like  it  better,  but  I am  not  fure  it  is  more  favourab 

How  many  patients  have  you,  in  the  whole  cour  e 
your  life,  thought  it  proper  to  continue  under  your  f 
care,  after  they  had  continued  three  months  u > U 1 vourfi 
care,  indifpofed  in  this  malady  ? — Twenty,  1 believe. 

How  many  of  thofe  patients  have  you  cute!  ? 

Not  one. 

Of  that  number,  which  you  fuppofe  to  be  twenty, 
you  able  to  ftate  how  many  of  them  ultimately  did  recovi 

I do  not  believe  any  of  them. 

Did  thofe  perfons  remain  under  your  care,  to  the  bed 
your  knowledge,  as  long  as  they  lived? 

I do  not  know  that. 

Then,  do  you  know  whether  ultimately  they  were  cu 
or  not? 1 can  fay  nothing  at  all  to  fome  of  them. 
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Can  you  fay  under  what  care  thofe,  to  whofe  cafe  v 
can  fay  nothing,  were  put,  after  they  ceafed  to  be  un 
your  care  ? 

Some  of  them  have  gone  into  hofpitals,  others  into  p 
vate  lioufcs. 

Whether  there  are  particular  fymptoms  which  enable  y 
to  ftate  it  as  your  opinion,  that  patients  never  will 
cured  ? 

When  the  diforder  degenerates  into  a ftate  of  fatui 
there  are  no  hopes  of  cure. 

Whether  it  is  not  common  for  this  diforder,  when 
long  continues  without  cure,  to  degenerate  into  fuch 
ftate  i Very  common. 

What  is  your  opinion  ofa  calculation,  which,  under  a 
management  you  have  hitherto  heard  of,  gives  nine  cu 
out  of  ten  maladies,  provided  they  are  taken  into  ha 
within  three  months  after  the  commencement  of  the  d 
order? 

As  far  as  I know,  from  my  own  experience,  and  fr 
the  experience  of  Dr.  Batty,  whom  I attended  former 
fuch  a calculation  is  incredible. 

Whether  the  lofs  of  flelh  which  you  have  mentioned,  1 jt 
been  attended  with  lofs  of  llrength  ? 

About  a month  ago  there  was  no  lofs  of  flrength- 
Majcfty  has  had  fo  little  exercife  fince,  that  I cannot  jud 
now. 

To  what  caufe  do  you  attribute  the  lofs  of  flelh  ? 

To  agitation,  and  to  perfpiration,  and  lefs  deep  th 
ufual  ; thofe  are  all  the  caufes  that  occur  to  me. 

Whether  lofs  of  flelh,  in  cafes  of  this  fort,  affords  at  . 
argument  as  to  the  probability  of  recovery? 

I think  it  affords  no  argument  either  way. 


Sir  GEORGE  BAKER  defired  the  two  follow 
Qugftions  and  Anfwers,  in  his  Examination 
Thnrfday  laft,  might  be  read. 

0^“  Has  Sir  George  Baker  attended  his  Majefty  on) 
or  has  he  been  employed  in  attending  the  Royal  Family 
A.  “ Both  his  Majefty,  and  alfo  the  Royal  Familj 
I mean  the  family  at  VVindfor  and  at  Kew.” 

“ Is  Sir  George  Baker  now  employed  to  attend 
the  Royal  Family?" 

A.  Only  the  King  ■■■not  the  Royal  Family.’* 


it 


5ir  GEORGE  BAKER  then  detired  that  his  anfwer 
to  the firft  of  thofe  queftions  might  ftand  as  follows. 

c8oth  his  Majefty  and  the  Queen,  and  the  Royal  Fa 
nrefiding  with  their  Majefties.” 

'•lUndthat  his  anfwer  to  the  fecond  queftion  might 
■*’  ftand  as  follows  : ° 

Wot  on  the  Royal  Family.” 

syou  know  any  inftanceof  Dr.  Warren,  or  any  other 
tan,  by  improper  interruption,  diflurbing  his  Ma- 
i reft,  or  preventing  his  going  to  fleep  ? 
ti^iiow  no  fuch  inflance. 

•George  Baker  having  faid,  in  anfwer  to  a queftion 
. him,  That,  duly  attending  to  the  feveral  circum- 
n which  he  has  mentioned  in  his  examination  this 
hf  does  m his  confcience  think,  that  the  chance 
Maieflys  recovery  is  as  good  as  when  he  was  laft 

led  before  this  committc. and  feveral  queftions 

been  addrefled  to,  and  feveral  anfwers  given  bv 

ince  he  fo  declared  his  opinion, Does  he  conti- 

his  confcience,  to  hold  the  fame  opinion,  due  regard 
nad  to  the  feveral  circumftances  referred  to  in  fuch 
■>ns  and  anfwers? 

• of  the  fame  opinion  that  I was  two  hours  ago. 

Withdrew. 
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Sir  LUCAS  PEPYS 

again  called  in,  and  examined . 


fETIfER  you  know  any  inftance  of  Dr.  Warren, 

M-rny?C,an!-  by  lmProPcr  interiuption  dillurb- 
rWajcfty  s reft,  or  preventing  him  from  going  to 


A Paper  of  which  the  following  is  a copy,  was  then 
ihewn  to  Sir  Lucas  Pepys: 


t.  a _,i;  • Kew  House,  December  ic,  1788. 

« . r.  '-—report  having  been  induftrioufly  circulat- 

««  !?’  l Dr'  "arren  had  gone  into  his  Maiefty ’s  Bed- 


« rLam.  , gone  into  his  Majefty’s  ised- 

“ ^ contrary  to  the  defire  of  Dr.  Willis,  and  the 

« hisgM  Tc,  he"  afd.  thnfC’  a vio'ent  manner  disturbed 
u keLM  J f y °“J  °f  h!S  1 ltet>’  in  r-on'equence  of  which  he 
w that  iLm°rt  I,ha"  u,“ally  difturbed — This  is  to  certify, 

“ „ti|‘  f wh.0Je-°f  ,C  ab°Ve  "P°rt  is  «<*  true,  and  is 
mtrely  founded  m malice* 

Thurfday  morning.  « F.  WILLIS** 


1 did  you  fee  the  King  laft  } 

. if  from  him  this  morning, 

* 'lat  Prate  did  you  leave  his  Maiefty  ? 

,11  lhan  re  WlS- laft  night;  ver7  far  Prom 

|u  cealm  as  I have  feen  him. 

there  been  within  the  laft  three  days,  great  f.gns 
land  irritation  ? J b b 

‘-onfiderable, 

his  Majefty  been  with  refpeft  to  fleep,  within 


:h„;:rvf  the  paees>  wh° have  fat  up  f°r  the 

1 X E?  h“  "«■  1“d 


This  paper  was  written  by  me,  and  figned  by  Dr.  Willis, 
upon  the  25th  of  December  laft.  1 * 

,,nU  hatrha/-e  hadDr- Warren  in  procuring  the  Drawing 
up  or  perfuading  the  (ignature  of  this  paper  ? S 

Having  heard  frequently  of  the  report  mentioned  in  this 

whim  fr“d  C°nCeivinS  « to  be  very  injurious  to  his  charafter, 
wuhout  any  communication  with  Dr.  Warren  on  the  fub! 

n the  W*rren  and  Dr.  Willis  were  talking 

to  a 'a1  han'  iy  Wr0t.e  lhis  PaPer»  wilhing  thereby 
to  put  an  end  to  all  altercation.  I (hewed  it  Dr.  Warren, 
who  immediately  prefented  it  to  Dr.  Willis ; and  I told  Dr! 

nam  15,1  COnCe,v^d ■ h*  could  no  objefti.n  to  f.gn  his 

name  m contrad.flion  to  fuch  a malicious  report  : this  he 
really  did,  and  Dr.  Warren  thanked  him  for  having  f® 
done.-Nothmg  more  palfed  on  the  fubjeft.  & 

Did  Dr.  VV  lllis,  at  the  time,  make  a diftinftion  between 

preventing  fleep,  and  waking  from  Deep;  refufmg  to  give 

any  certificate  with  regard  to  the  preventing,  but  con! 

fentmgto  this  certificate  with  regard  to  the  waking . 

or  any  dilhndhons  to  that  effeft  ? “ 

No  fuch  diftinftion  was  made  to  me,  nor  were  there 

7fT70ru/i'°  the  bcft  of  my  «collea,on,  palfed  on 

Ibw«bjCV  WhaC  ‘hey  m‘ght  fay»  1 do  not  know>  for 
i was  writing.  ’ * 

for^r!*d  defire  Dr.  \V illis  to  give  a certificate  to  the 
former  effeft,  which  h«  refufed  ? 

NWal  Uere,K-,fted  him  any  raore  S“'ftions  on  the  fubiefh 
. as  not  this  certificate  to  meet  the  Darriml.r  ,-k  ' 

whurh  you  had  heard  were  circulated  againlt  Dr.  Warren'? 
J*?"  lnforl“  the  Comi"ittee,  whether  the  report 

lln  iha^W  ?’/°,hebeft  °fyour  i"fo™> 

turbed  bis  Majefly  ^uTof  hV  fleep"  or^th^heh'd  ^ 
vented  him  from  going  to  lleep  >?  h had  pr<" 

I wilhed,  by  the  certificate,  to  meet  the  report  of  Dr 
Varrens  having  difturbed  hi*  Majefty  while  fl.epine* 
which  was  the  report  that  was  circulated Withdrew! 
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Mari  is,  1 3°  Die  Januarii  1789. 

The  Reverend  Doctor  FRANCIS  WILLIS, 


jigain  called  in,  and  examined 


Dw  you  remember  the  time  when  you  were  firft  in- 
tro dufced  to  attend  on  his  Majefty  ? 

About  Friday  five  or  fix  weeks. 

Do  you  remember  at  that  time  a general  confutation 

ef  all  the  Phvficians,  at  which  you  was  prefent  ? Yes 

Was  the  objedt  of  that  confu’itation  to  fettle  the  general 
Ru  es,  upon  which  his  majefty ’scafe  was  to  be  conduced? 
Concerning  Mediciues  in  particular. 

Was  it  agreed,  at  that  time,  to  keep  out  of  the  way  of 
his  Majefty  every  thing  by  which  a perfon,  under  his  dif- 
temper,  might,  from  fudden  impulfe,  be  induced  to  in- 
jure himfelf  ? ..  , . 

I do  not  remember  one  word  about  :t  : things  of  that 
fort,  I uniierftood,  were  left  to  me  to  judge  at  the  mo- 
ment. . , 

. Do  you  remember  your  having  put  a razor  and  pen- 
knife into  the  hands  of  his  majefty,  the  day  after  tiie  eon- 

fu’t.itiou  ? t • 1 

His  Majefty  had  not  been  rttaved  for  a long;  whi.c,  per- 
haps  a fortnight,  or  three  weeks;  and  the  perfon  that 
had  been  ufed  to  fhave  him,  could  not  complete  the  parts 
of  his  upper  and  under  lip;  and,  being  confident,  from 
the  profellions  and  humour  of  his  rnajefty  at  that  moment 
I fuffered  his  majefty  to  fhave  his  lips  himfelf ; and  then 
he  defired  he  might  have  his  whole  face  lathered,  that  he 
might  juft  run  it  1 >vei  with  a razor;  and  he  did  fo  m a 
•very  calm  manner.  H,s  nails  alfo  wanted  cutting  very 
much  ! and  upon  hisaffu  ance,  and  upon  my  confidence 
in  his  looks,  I fuffered  him  to  cut  his  own  nails  with  a 
penknife  while  I flood  by  him. It  is  neceffaiy  _ »i 


V > 

# 


pcpmmre  wane  1.  uj  *. - - . ' , 

»hyficia»,  efpeciall/in  fuch  cafes,  toh«  able  to  judge,  at 
the  moment,  vyhethci  he  can  confide  in  the  profeihons  of 
his  patient  ; and  I never  was  difappomted  in  my  op'nion, 
whether  tne  profellions  of  the  patient  were  to  be  reueo  on 

After  having  attended  a patient  for  fo  fhorf  a time,  as 
you  then  had. lus  majefty,  have  you  fuffered  them  to  fh.ue 
thcmlelves,  of  cut  their  own  nails  ? 

I do  not  know  parti  u'arly  as  to  {hat ; but  I have  trull  - 
ed  them  with  knife  and  fork,  at  as  early  a time,  1 be- 

'‘'as' both  thefe  operations  might  have  been  Informed 
by  other  people,  was  there  any  particular  realon  which 
induced  you  to  fuffer  hit  majefty  to  do  them  jumfelf  • 
The  reafonwas,  the  great  uneaimefs  and  d ftrefs  fes 
majefty  fhe wed  from  the  razor  going  over  his  lips,  by  the 


'■ 


length  of  the  hair,  and  the  perfon  not  being  able  to 

comp  ifh  it.  •.  ■ . , _ 

Had  you  any  converfation  loon  after,  with  Dr. 
ren,  on  the  luhje&  of  that  tianfariion  ? 

I helieve  1 had,  a day  o two  after. 

What  were  the  particulars  of  that  converf  tion  ? 

I ito  not  know,  any  further  than  that  the  Doctor  ft 
ed  his  far  prize  that  I had  fuffered  his  majefty  to  pert 

thofe  two  operations  himfelf ; upon  which  I toll 

Doftor  as  1 liave  now  mentioned,  1 believe  that 
the  moment,  I was  Hire  thofe  inftruments  were  ven|; 
in  his  maj  ifty’s  hands  ; but  Unit  it  had  a bad  effedl. 
caufe  his  majefty  imagined,  from  thence,  that  hen 
have  the  libet  ty-o*  doing  other  things  . 

Upon  Dr.  Warren’s  exprelling  his  furpnze  to 
did  you  fay -to  Dr.  .Warren,  that  you  flwddered  *t 
you  had  done  ? .. 

I do  not  remember  any  thing,  of  it. 

At  the  «onfultation,  to  wiiich  you  have  already  l 
red,  was  it  not  a principle  fett  ed  among  the  phyfi  i 
chat  quiet  of  body  and  mind  were  to  he euueavoured 
obtained  by  every  means  pofii'de  ? 

I believe  it  was  ; but  I do  not  remember  any  pai 

UtDofyou  rtco  lea  it ; having  been  fettled  at  fuch 
fultation,  that  everything  fhould  be  kept  from  hi. 
jelly  that  was  likely  to  excite  any  emotion  . 

I do  not  remember  any  ; but  unde  flood  that, 
was  in  the  Houfe  for  that  particular  occaiiou,  l.  v 

ufc  mv  own  diferetion. 

Do  you  recolledl  h.s  majefty  to  have  taken  a w 
the  garden,  at  Kew,  on  a part.cular  cay,  early  h 

month  of  December  ? ■ . , 

I think  his  majefty  walked  out  two  days  fucce. 

earlv  in  December.  , 

Was  it  about  the  nth  of  December  . 

I fancy  it  was  there  or  thereabouts  ; he  u ..Iked  l>. 

Wi)n  either  of  thofe  days,  did  his  m, jelly  fee  aay 
royal  children  in  the  c.m  fe  of  Ins  wa.k  ? 

When  he  came  by  the  houfe  fh- fir  i ] y. 

at  the  w, .views  where  the  princefles  are  general 
compla  ned  very  heavily  that  theywuuld  «ot  fo  r „ 
Ihew  themfelves  to  him  In  conleqaence  ot 
next  day,  I did  defire  that  they  fhould  appear,  a 
felf  ftood  at  the  window,  with  two  of  the  p 
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■ iis  majefty  was  coming  by  ; and  his  majefty  (hew 
avagant  joy  at  the  fight  of  them,  though  he  faul, 

, 5 did  not  fuffer  him  to  fee  the  Princefs  Amelia  fo 
I he  could  wifh.  . 

• long  were  the  princeffes  in  hr.  majefty  s fight  > 
nraany  feconds.  . 

you  think  that  this  circnmltance,  of  having  leen 
rnnceff  s was  aitended  with  any  material  bad  con- 
jees in  his  majefty’s  ftate  ? 
rink  quite  the  contrary. 

• you,  or  do  you  not,  think  that  in  the  conduct  of 
.cure  as  that  of  his  majelly's  diforder,  it  is  of  ufe 
te  patients  fhould  be  gradually,  or  at  times,  accuf- 
tto  feenes  of  an  interefting  nature,  fuch  as  that  you 
teferibed  ? 

? i . very  fure  that  fuch  occurrences  can  fcarce  be  too 
::at,  as  it  comforts  the  patient  to  think  that  he  is 
K mis  family,  and  that  they  are  affectionate  to  him  ; 
on  enquiries  of  patients  who  have  been  cured  of 
uie  indifpofition,  they  have  always  mentioned  thofe 
•ences  having  given  them  the  greatelt  comfort,  and, 
vy  thought,  helped  very  much  towards  their  re- 

,j  . your  opinion,  that  fufFering  his  majefty  to  continue 
-s  for  a fight  of  his  children  would  have  been  at- 
vvith  more,  or  lets,  inconvenience  than  the  irrita- 
I’hich  tlic  feeing  of  them  might  occafion  ? 
rre  would  have  been  more  inconvenience  in  his  not 
; them,  from  his  anxiety  ; for  the  irritation  occafion- 
sa  patient  feeing  his  friends  or  relations  is  entirely 
danced  by  the  loftening  him  into  tears,  which  ever 
io  amendment. 

; you  confider  the  obferving  thofe  emotions,  which 
aaturally  tate  place  at  the  fight  of  relations  or 
as  furnithmg  grounds  of  judging  with  regard  to 
:.te  of  the  diforder,  or  the  probability  of  cure  f 
, it  is  a favourable  fymptom,  if  the  patient  fheiv9 
« on,  inftead  of  averfion  ; which  litter  is  very  often 
(;fe,  in  thofe  who  are  not  fo  likely  to  recover, 
l after  the  occurrence  which  you  have  related,  had 
•jelly  an  interview  with  the  Queen  ? 
ilieve  in  the  evening  of  that  day,  or  the  day  after— 1 
Mo. 

tv  long  did  that  interview  lift  ? 

^quarter  of  an  hour. 

you  of  opinion  that  this  interview  was  attended 
riny  prejudicial  confequences,  or  the  reverfe  ? 

' m form  no  op:nion  whether  it  was  the  one  or  the 
, becaufe  that  night  twoblirters  were  applied  to  his 
ty’s  legs,  which,  from  the  confequence  of  them 
vards,  1 believe,  were  the  occafion  of  his  having  a 
ji'j  oad  night,  and  that  his  having  feen  her  majefty  had 
ocern  in  it ; but  that  is  mere  opinion, 
s thefe  the  fame  blifters  which  you  have  already 
voned  before  this  committee  ? 
s j — there  have  been  no  other  fince  I came. 

, , e you  of  opinion,  that  the  application  of  blifters  is 
dary  remedy  in  difo.ders  of  tliat  nature  ? 


I have  had  the  greateft  reafon  to  think  fo,  i(  they 
were  not  applied  upon  or  near  the  head. 

Was  you  ot  opinion  that  the  blifteis  applied  to  his 
majrfty's  legs,  on  the  evening  of  the  day  when  he  faw 
the  Qu  en,  was  a pro  er  meafure  ? 

1 thought  fo  at  that  time,  as  I underftood  two  blifters, 
that  had  been  applied  at  Wirdfor,  did  not  lliew  that 
they  increifed  his  majefty 's  irritability. 

Was  it  fettled  at  a confultation  tliat  thofe  blifters 
fhould  be  applied  ? Yes. 

Was  there  a fecond  inteiview  with  the  Queen  ?— Yes. 

When  was  that  ? 

It  was  while  his  majelly’s  legs  were  bad  from  the 
blifte  s,  before  they  were  at  ill  well. 

Were  there  any  bad  effedls  produced  from  that  inter- 
view ? 

I do  not  know  that  there  were,  nor  do  I know  that 
there  were  any  good,  becaufe  of  the  blifters  irritating 
him. 

Do  you  lecolledl  any  particular  ci  cumftance  which 
led  you,  in  addition  to  your  general  reafoning  upon  the 
fuhjedf,  to  wifh  the  king  to  have  an  intei  view  with  fome 
of  his  family  ? 

No  other  than  f om  his  g-eat  uneafinefs  and  defire  to 
fee  them— and  the  neceflity  I think  there  is  to  have  fuch 
occurrences  very  frequently. 

Do  you  recolledl  any  thing  of  the  king  having  feen  the 
youngeft  princefs  before  he  faw  the  Queen  ? Yes. 

When  ? Juft  before  he  fi  ft  faw  the  Queen. 

Did  any  thing  arife  from  that  circumft.ince,  which 
more  particularly  led  to  the  interview  with  the  Queen  ? 

He  pe  fuaded  the  princefs  to  promife  him  that  Ilia 
would  fetch  the  Queen. 

Did  he  give  any  figns  of  much  anxiety  upon  the  ^ub- 
jeft  of  that  requeft  being  complied  with  * \ 

Ve  y great— infomuch  that  the  meeting  was  extremely 
moving. 

Do  you  recoil  eft,  among  other  books,  to  have  put  the 
tragedy  of  King  Lear  into  the  hands  of  the  king  f 

H*  majtfty  afked  me  to  give  him  the  tragedy  of  King 
Lear.  I told  him  it  was  improper.  He  rhcndtfi  ed  to 
have  Foote’s  plays,  and  Colman’s.  I did  not  know  that 
Colman  had  put  out  an  edition  of  King  Lear,  indeed  I 
had  never  read  Colman’s  works,  and  when  I told  it  to 
the  Chancellor,  he  told  me  -he  was  as  ignorant  of  it  as  I 
was  ; and  when  I was  charged  by  Dr.  Warien  for  giv- 
ing his  majefty  it,  I thought  I had  not  done  it,  and  po- 
fitively  faid  I had  not ; and,  it  being  the  fame  day  that 
Dr.  Warren  had  charged  me,  in  a tnoft  extraordinary 
manne  , for  writing  what  I had  not,  and  doing  with  a po- 
litical view  what  I did  n°t,  I really  thought  that  the 
Dodtor  had  charged  me  as  falfely  with  the  one  as  in 
the  other  ; and  was  very  much  furprifed,  when  I went 
into  the  page’s  room,  to  fee  that  King  Lear  was,  I 
think,  in  the  third  volume  of  Colman’s  works.  But  be 
that  as  it  may,  it  was  of  no  confequence,  for  at  that  time 
his  majefty  could  not  read  three  words  in  any  book. 
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Was  his  majefty  in  a very  irritated  ftate  yefterday 
morning  ? 1.1 

I juft  law  his  m jefty— I left  him  about  half  paft  feven 
o c ock,  and  he  was  not  fo  then.  His  majefty  t.  ok  hold 
of  m/  hand,  and  faid,  I ftiould  not  • Co  London:  and 


laft 


complained  of  my  having  left  him  fo  much  in  tiic 
week, 

At  that  time  did  you  feel  his  majefty 's  pulfe  I did. 

; In  what  date  was  it  ? 

An  irritated  pu.fe — confiderab’y  too  quick. 

Ilad  the  king  a confiderable  fever  upon  him  ^ 

A nervous  fever,  from  ir.itability,  more  than  from 
any  other  cavne,  in  my  opinion. 

Was  his  tongue  much  atfeiied  ? 

Yes,  his  tongue  looked  white; -but  there  are  ap- 
peal nnces  of  an  alfedlion  of  the  nerves  from  the  tongue, 
t hat  is  rather  of  a di  .erent  nature  from  that  which  is  from 
fever  alone— in  fhoit,  what  appears  in  hyfteiical  cafes. 

How  long  were  you  with  his  majefty? 

1 About  a minute ; not  more. 

Had  you  propofed  to  carry  out  his  majefty  to  take  the 
air  yefterday,,  or  the  day  before  ? 

,1  had  an  intention  both  days,  beraufe  fuch appearances 
of  feve  as  I j -dged  his  mnjefty's  to  be,  are  to  be  removed 
by  am.  fement,  moi  e perhaps  than  by  any  thing  elfe. 

Had  his  Majefty  been  in  a great  pei  fpiration  the  night 
befo.e? 

On  the  Satn  day  night  he  had;  and  that  was  the  only 
reafonthat  determined  me  not  to  take  his  Majefty  out. 

What  phyfician  attended  on  Sunday  morning  at  Kew? 

Sir  George  Bake  -,  I think. 

Did  Sir  George  Baker  and  you  agree  on  the  impro- 
priety of  taking  his  majefty  abroad  after  fuch  a perfpi- 
ration? 

I don't  1 emember  that  we  faid  any  thing  about  it. 

At  what  time  of  the  day  did  you  determine  againft  his 
majefty’s going  out? 

I believe  it  was  about  two  o’clock,  but  I am  net  fure. 

Did  you  fee  his  majefty  th  s morning? 

I did  not ifaw  one  of  the  pages. 

Was  you  at  Kew  time  eno  gh  to  fee  him  laft  night? 

I faw  him  go  to  bed,  and  a long  while  before 

He  went  to  bed  extreme  y quiet  and  fenfibly,  while  I 

was  in  the  room  !aft  li  ght went  to  deep  a qua:  ter 

paft:  e'even,  and  waked  a q:  arte'-  before  feven,  as  1 un- 
dei  ft  ind  f.  om  the  page  and  one  of  the  attendants. 

After  you  had  peimitted  the  King  the  ufe  of  a razor 
and  penknife,  what  were  the  bad  etfeHs  that  you  appre- 
hended f-  om  his  thinking  that  he  had  a right  to  do  other 
things? 

His  majefty  took  it  ill  that  I would  not  let  him  go  up 
flairs  to  fee  his  fami  y.  and  many  other  th  ngs,  which 
I found  it  would  not  be  prudent  to  do. 

Whether  you  have  finre  t outlin  ed  to 'ndulge  his  ma- 
jefty  in  the  ufe  of  the  lazor  and  penknife  ? 

Never  fine,  either  of  ti.dm,  for  the  reafon  I have  al- 
ready giver;. 


' 15  ic  onI>’  for  fear  he  ftiould  afk  for  other  libei 

which  you  think  it  p ope.  to  1 ef  fe  him? Ye- 

Do  yon  think  that  the  expectation  of  the  hbe 
which  the  K ng  ni  ght  ca  1 f0r,  wo  aid  be  of  mo.  e da 
to  him  tl  an  the  ole  of  1 azo  s and  penknives  ? 

To  be  1 1 e,  be.a.fe  the  reluial  mo. .id  imitate 
much,  and  increafe  his  difo.de-. 

Whether  you  1 ef  fe  tothe  K pg  all  in  lu'gences  w# 
may  be  fafeiy  given,  left  he  ftiould  demand  thofe 
ought  to. he  refilled? 

1 do  a g eat  many  that  may  be  fafeiy  given. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee,  whtther  you 
f.  eq'  ent  v indu'ged  the  King  in  the  view  of  the  1 
chi  dren,  fin.e  the  inte  vieu'  joa  mention  ? 

Not  once. 

Will  you  info  m the  Committee,  whether,  after 
firft  interview  with  the  Q^een,  the  e was  not  a.  rer 
ft  atice  made  to  you  upon  the  impropriety  of  that  lie 

Yes,  there  w s. 

Was  it  only  made  to  you  by  the  phyficians,  or  cat 
fui  ther  ? 

Only  by  the  phyficians,  as  I know  of. 1 had  a 

vei  fation  with  the  Chan  e"or  about  it,  and  I to  d 
Chancellor,  as  I did  the  phyficians,  that  I imagined 
thofe  things  were  'eft  to  my  judgment,  a, id  10  be 
o not,  as  it  appeal'd  beft  at  the  prefent  moment. 

Did  the  Chance!  or  encourage  you  in  the  t.fe  of 
diferetion,  without  confutation  with  th-  phj  ficians 
tending  on  his  majefty  ? 

The  Chance’  or  to  d me  that  I ftiould  confu't  the  o 
phyficians  as  mu;h  as  I to  ild,  b t that  I was  to  fo 
my  own  line,  and  do  as  1 had  been  ufed  to  do  with 
tients  at  home. 

Whether  any  other  ph  fician.  bcfidcs  Dr.  Warren, 
prelfed  bis  disapprobation  of  your  indulging  the  > 
in  the  tfe  oflha.  p inftruments,  and  in  ; ffeCling  in 
views  ? 

I do  not  know  any,  except  Dr.  Warren — I do  not 
member. 

Were  any  of  the  reft  acquainted  with  thofe  circ 
fiances? 

Dr.  Gifborne  was  prefent  at  the  firft  interview  with 
majefty. 

How  came  the  indulgence  of  the  King  in  the  fight 
two  of  the  Princcffe;  at  the  w'ndow  tobefoftiort,  w 
the  King  exprelfed  fo  much  fatisfaft  on  in  it  ? 

I can  give  no  pa-ticular  reafon  for  it : his  majefty 
them  as  he  polled  a'ong,  and  made  a little  flop; 
w ndow  was  not  open,  and  they  were  upftairs. 

What  'was  the  occafion  of  the  interview  with 
Prin.efs  Amelia? 

His  mnjefty’s  ea-neft  defire,  and  the  hope  that  it  m 
have  fome  good  effeft. 

Whether  the  Princefs  Ame'ia  was  brought  into 
King's  prefen.e, 01  011'y  ftiewn  at  a windou-r 

I 'ed  the  Pi  incefs  Amelia  into  the  room  myfeif. 

What  happened  on  the  occafion  ? 
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; vas  ext  eme’y  fond  of  her,  and  fhewoJ  the  greateft 

. of  parental  affection  I ever  faw. 

ais  majefty  f_ffer  he.-  to  depa  t wi'ling’y  ? 

wiiling'v,  on  cond.t;oa  tliat  fhe  brought  the 
:o  h s majefty. 

it  was  the  caufe  why  the  interview  with  the  Q_cen 
, continue  'onger  than  the  time  yo  i have  ftated  ? 
ufe  his  majefty  gave  me  his  wo  d it  fhoa'.d  be  b.  t 
ceen  minutes. 

you  quite  fare  that  his  majeft/’s  difeourfe  did  not 
■no  e difo  dered  towa  ds  the  end  of  that  meeting, 

'*  1 had  been  at  the  beginning. 

>s  pot  a judge,  becai.fe  his  majefty  fpoke  in  German 
. fenten.es,  which  l did  not  underhand;  bi  t his 

* took  ieave  of  the  Q^een  and  Princefs  very  pio- 

* wviiat  reafon,  that  night,  was  it  thought  prope on 
ration,  to  have  lecourfe  to  blifters,  for  the  firft 

it  wee  your  arrival  ? 
make  a revu'fion. 

c.t  occalion  was  there  that  day  more  than  before,  to 
'<  recour fe  to  that  operation? 

a jas  determined  by  us  in  the  mo.  ning  to  put  them  on 

* ^ht. 

iherthe  King  grew  more  compofed  before  thofe 
« : : were  put  on  ? 

a not  remember  any  tiling  about  it, 

■slier,  after  the  Interview  with  the  Queen,  the 
: tans  did  not  remonftratc  again!!  luch  interviews  ? 

* ideve  they  might. 

i:  vyou,  at  that  time, tell  them  that  you  were  refolved 
lit  fuch  interviews  at  your  diferetion  ? 
t,  Jd  them,  I believe,  that  I was  fent  for  there  in 
! a make  ufe  of  my  own  diferetion,  and  that  they 
ct  think  themfelves  proper  judges  about  it. 

• that  hour  were  the  blifters  put  on,  alter  the  firft 
■s  :ew  ? 

-ut  ten  o'clock  at  night. 

:r:  i ad!ual  coercion  ufed  on  that  night  ?' 

not  remember, 
ih  i you  recoiled!  ? 

mot. — I believe  it  might  he  the  next  day,  or  the 
!/.  ght;  I am  not  fiirc  ; it  was  about  that  time,  and 

0 ::  very  firft  time  it  was  ufed,  Ibeieve. 

: ther  you  declared  your  intention  in  perfifting  in  the 
a f fuch  indulgences  when  you  lhould  think  proper? 
fi  ttainly  did,  by  implication. 

J os  give  any  notice,  or  confu't  any  phyfician,  about 

1 lad  interview  with  the  Queen  ? 
not  remember. 

■e  in  was  the  time  of  the  fecond  - interview  with  the 
? 

3 a not  recoiled!. 

■5  you  indulged  the  King  with  any  further  interview 
■er  majefty  ? 

• on  the  times  that  have  been  mentioned. 

:he  King  been  indu'ged  with  a view  of  Jiis  brothers 
? No. 
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Whether  any,  and  what  converfation,  gave  rife  to  th>.‘ 
king’s  defi.  e ut  having  the  tragedy  of  King  Lear  put'irito 
his  hands  ? 

1 do  not  know  of  any  ; I never  before  read  King  Lear 
in  my  life. 

Why  did  you  reprefent  it  as  improper  to  give  the  tra- 
gedy of  king  Lear  to  the  king  ? 

Becaufe  1 did  underftaud  the  character  of  King  Lear, 
though  I luxl  not  read  r. 

Were  any  of  the  king’s  phyftcians,  furgeons,  or  apo- 
thecaries p efent,  when  the  king  called  tor  Foote’s  or 
Column's  plays  ? 

I do  not  remember. 

Whether  the  king  did  adlualiy  read  any  part,  however 
fmall  of  Colman's  tragedy  of  King  Lear? 

I had  laid  before  that  I did  not  know  it  was  there— 
I did  not  fee  him  read  it  at  any  time. 

Did  you  hear  him  refer  to  it  ? — —I  did  not. 

Ou  the  whole  of  your  experience,  for  near  thirty  years', 
do  you  or  do  you  not,  think,  that  in  the  management  o£ 
perfons  in  his  majefty’s  fituation,  though  a general  line 
of  conduit  may  he  laid  down,  yet  that  much  good  mijr 
refult  from  occafional  deviations  from  it,  when  made  x. 
the  diferetion  and  under  the  conftant  obfervation  of  a 
phyfician  who  is  thoroughly  converfant  with  this  fpecies 
i of  complaint  ? 

Very  certainly.  " ‘ 

Do  you  think  that  fuch  deviations  not  beiiig  allowed 
to  fuch  phyfician  may  greatly  retard  the  cure  ? 

I am  very  much  of  that  opinion. 

Do  you  recoiled!  whether  you  ever  to'd  Dr.  Warren 
previous  to  yeftfirday  morning,  that  his  majefty  Lad  afked 
for  the  play  of  king  Lear,  and  that  you  liad  refufed  to 
comply  with  the  requeft,  as  improper,  before  you  brougHt 
his  majefty  the  volume  of  Colman’s  plays  ? 

I really  do  not  remember. 

Dr.  Willis  having  informed  the  committee,  that  from 
his  knowledge  of  his  majefty’s  fenfe  of  religion,  he  has 
greater  hopes  that  he  will,  with  a proper  refignntiori, 
refled!  upon  what  it  has  pleafed  God  to  have  afflidleil 

him  with whether  Dr.  Wil  is  grounds  thofe  hopes 

upon  obferving  that  his  majefty  is  not  irritated  by  being 
fenfible  of  his  fituation  ? 

I do  not  underftand  the  queftion. 

Have  you  obferved  that  the  king  has  appeared  at  all 
fenfible  of  his  fituation  ? ' 

Very  much  fo ; and  more  particularly  lately,  within 
thefe  few  days. 

What  time  do  you  mean  by  a few  days  ? 

Within  this  week but  more  fo  laft  nighf. 

How  come  you  now  to  be  enabled  to  anfwer  pofitively, 
on  being  afked  whether  his  majefty  appeared  fenfible  ri£ 
his  fituation,  that  he  has  been  very  much  fo  within  this 
week  paft,  when  on  Saturday.  laft  you  faid  you  was 
not  fure  that  he’had  been  fenfible’ of  it  ? 

By  his  fituation  now',  I mean  both  his  majefty’s  fituation 
as  King,  and  his  indifpofition,  taken  together  ; — com- 
plaining of  his  being  confined  in  one  room,  when  he  has 
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•thcr  places  that  he  might  be  in  !— not  to  d ne  where  he 
lies; — and  that  he  ihould  be  deemed* a perlon  fo  jn- 
difpofed,  as  not  to  be  fuffered  to  be  his  own  mailer  ! — 
all  which  prevented  him,  his  majefty  told  me  Lift  night, 
from  ever  thinking  of  takoig  the  reins  of  government. 

. Is  the  committee  to.  uuderftund  from  you,  that  thofe 
forts  of  complaints  have  been  made  by  I116  Majefty  enly 
once,  or  frequently  ? 

They  have  been  rrade  vaguely  frequency,  hut  not  to 
make  one  underftand  that  he  was  fenftbleof  his  indif- 
pofition,  and  the  confequences  of  it. 

Then,  in  point  of  fadl,  Dr.  Willis,  till  laft  n’ght,  had 
no  reafonable  ground  to  attribute  any  fym.pt  ms  in  his 
■Majefty's  diforder  to  his  recoiled! -on  of  his  fituation  ? 

I do  not  attribute  any  of  his  fymptoms  to  his  recol- 
Jedlion  of  his  diforder;  I do  not  remember  that  lever 
did. 

Have  his  majefty's  fpirits  appeared  depreffed  or  irri- 
tated by  this  confcioufnefs,  if  in  point  of  fr.dt,  it  did 
exift  ? 

Not  at  all,  as  I know  of ; they  are  rather  the  confe- 
quenees  of  irritation,  than  the  caufe  of  them. 

Do  you  remember  to  have  written,  on  the  5th  of  this 
month,  a letter  containing  the  following  paragraph: 
“ His  majefty  can  talk  of  and  be  kept  to  any  fubjedl  in 
general  much  better  than  heretofore  ; but  is  more  fubjedl 
to  gufts  of  paflion  upon  any  trifling  contradidlion,  unlefs 
I or  my  fon  are  prefent ; and  this  I rather  attribute  to  his 
majefty's  being  more  fenfible  of  himfelf  and  fituation  ?” 

Yes,  I did  write  it,  and  think  it. 

To  whom  was  that  letter  written  ? 

I fancy  it  was  to  the  Prince  of  Wale'. 

Did  tliat  letter  commence  by  faying,  “ I am  forry  I 
onnnot  give  your  Royal  Highnefs  fo  good  an  account  this 
morning  as  1 gave  you  when  I laft  did  myfelf  the  honour 
to  write  to  your  Royal  Highnefs;'’  and  then  did  the  para- 
graph laft  quoted  follo  v ? 

It  did ; the  1 eafon  of  that  letter  crmmen.ing  with  thofe 
words  was,  his  majefty  having  had  a very  bad  night, 
which  the  report  to  his  Royai  Highnefs  would  p atnly 
fhew ; but  w hich  bad  night  did  not  at  all  prove  that  I had 
a worfe  opinion  of  his  majefty's  recovery,  though  I 
could  not  give  fo  favourable  an  account  as  I had  fome 
days  befo  e,  when  his  majefty  h:>d  had  two  or  three  very 
good  nights;  and  I tho  gjit  it  neefiary  togive  his  Roval 
Highnefs  my  opinion  of  his  majefty’s  ftate  feparate  from 
his  bad  n gl.t. 

Then  yon,  in  faying  that  his  majefty  could  talk  of  and 
he  kept  to  any  fubjedl  in  general  much  better  referred 
to  his  majefty's  general  fituation  ? 

To  his  fit.  ation  at  that  time,  becaufe  the  exacerbations 
•f  fuch  diforders  do  not  weaken  in  general  the  under- 
flanding  n thofe  cafes  : but  as  the  patient  recovers,  we 
often  find1  that  the  unde  {landing;  is  ftrengthened  after 
each,  efpesially  if  the  time  betwixt  each  is  lengthened: 
which  has  been  the  safe  of  his  majefty  for  this  laft  three 
weeks  or  a month,  I think ; for  though  his  majefty  has 


gufts  of  paflion,  and  is  enfi’.y  irritated,  yet  they 
very  (hort  duration,  in  comparifon  to  what  they  wer 
Were  thofe  gufts  of  paflion  of  Ihorter  duration 
they  had  been,  when  you  wiote  this  letter  to  the  Pr 
on  the  5th  of  January  > 

Ve.  y much  fo. 

Were  they  more  or  lefs  fr  qr.cnt  at  that  time  ? 

Acco  ding  as  the  people  w,.o  wesewith  him  ut 
flood  how  to  fpcakto  him,  they  were  mo  e of  lefs  • 
quent. 

But,  in  point  of  fa<5t,  were  they  more  or  lefs  f.  equ 

Lefs  frequent  I think,  too. 

Dr.  Willis  having  taken  a diftindlion  with  regat 
his  fign  ng  the  accounts  font  to  St.  James’s — will  ht 
form  the  Committee  whether  he  does  not  hold  himfe 
fponfible  for  the  truth  of  the  accounts  he  fends  to  f 
Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  which  he 
alone,  and  that  they  fhall  contain  the  real  ftate  o 
Kingsfituation  ? 

To  be  fure. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee  why  you  informe 


Royal  Highnefs,  on  the  5th  of  January,  that  his  m; 


was  more  fubjedl  to  gufts  of  paflion  upon  any  tr 
contradidlion,  unlefs  you  or  your  fon  was  prefent  at 
time,  than  before — when  j ou  now  inform  the  Comn 
that  thofe  gufls  of  paflion  were  then  lefs  frequent 
they  had  been. 

His  majefty  began  to  feel  himfelf  more  in  his  owr 
ation  as  King,  and  could  not  bear  to  Wp  contradidb 
well  by  either  pages  or  attendants,  and  confeqt 
would  break  out  in  gufts  of  paflion* upon  things  that 
did  for  him,  perhaps  not  in  a manner  that  his  nu 
thought  became  .them,  and  which  they  had  ufed  t 
felves  to  when  h/s  majefty  was  rot  fo  well. 

Is  it  to  this  that  you  attribute  the  gufts  of  paflioi 
ing  then  more  frequent,  asdeferibrd  ? 

Yes — and  it  required  a more  delicate  behaviour 
it  had  done  before. 

Then  your  having  obferved  thofe  circumftnnces,  r 
ly,  the  frequent  gufts  of  p;iflion,  iu  his  ni3jeftv 
that  his  majefty  feltkimfelf  more  in  his  own  fituat 
King,  fo  as  to  make  a more  de  icate  behaviour  ncc 
to  him  ; and  having,  on  the  5th  of  January,  infc 
his  Royal  Highnefs  that  you  attributed  fuch  gu: 
paflion  to  his  majefty  being  more  fenfib  e of 

fe!f  and  fituation  ; you  will  now  inform  the  cor 

tee  why  you  declared  yourfelf.  on  Saturday  laft, 
be  fure  that  his  Majefty  had  been  fenfible  of  the  1 
of  his-illnefs ; and  why  now  you  have  Jnfbrme 
committee  that  it  has  been  within  this  week  only 
more  particularly  laft  night  that  you  have  1 erceivec 
fymptoms  or  effedls  ? 

His  fituation,  as  king,  is  different  from  the  natr 
his  illnefe. 

Do  you  not  mean,  when  yen  ftate  (he  King  in 
letter  to  be  more  fenfib'e  of  himfelf  and  fituation,  tl  f 
was  fen  b'cbothof  his  being  Kinr,  and  of  the  cii 
linnets  which  muft  bring  to  his  mind  his  malady  i 
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No:  I mean  being  King,  and  being  cpnfined  in  a room. 

Then  have  you,  or  have  you  not,  i'een  m the  King  any 
fymptoms  tif  his  rccol’eftion  of  his  malady  ? 

I think  I did,  particularly  /aft  night. 

Did  you  never  « fore  laft night  ? 

I may  have  laid  that  I thought  I trad,  but  I am  not 
i furs. 

. Whether  the  converfation  you  had  with  his  majefty 
lall  night  lias  not  now  led  you  to  be  more  certain  that, 
on  former  occafii  ns,  Ins  majefty  was,  in  faCt,  fenfib'.e  of 
• the  nature  of  his  illnefs,  though,  at  the  time,  that  cir- 
. cumftmce  was  only  vaguely  hinted  at  by  his  majefty,  or 
i conjectured  by  •.  ou  ? 

Much  more  fo. 

- Is  the  committee  to  underftind  that,  previous  to  the 
5th  of  January,  the  exacerbations  of  hie  majefty’  difnrdi.r 
■were  more  ftrongaml  more  frequent,  though  his  majefty 
might  become,  at  that  time,  from  the  reafon  you  tave 
.already  given,  more  fubjeCtto  particu’argufts  of  pallion 
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upon  any  trifling  contradiction,  un  lefs  you  or  your  fo 
was  preffent  ? 

Yes,  certainly. 

Do  you  mean  to  fay,  that  the  obfervation  you  mad 
on  his  majefty  laft  nigh  , could  at  all  have  afteCte 
any  opinion  you  made,  on  the  5th  inftant. — Not  at  all 

Why  you,  having  obfe  ved,  as  you  ftate  in  you 
letter  to  his  royal  highnefs  on  the  jth  inftant  that  yo 
did,  that  his  majefty  s fieq  ient  gufts  of  pallion  wer 
to  be  attributed  to  his  majefty  being  more  fenfib'e  <■ 
himfelf  .and  fit  uat  ionw why  you  in  formed  the  com 
mittee,  on  Saturday  laft,  that  you  had  now  lefs  appre 
hcnfions  with  refpeft  to  the  confequences  of  his  majefty’ 
reflecting  upon  his  illnefs,  than  when  you  was  examine 
before  the  former  committtee  ? 

Becaufe  I was  then  better  acquainted  with  his  majefty’ 
principles,  and  notions  ,of  religion,  than  I was  befort 

Withdrew. 
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Examination  relative  to  Donor  JOHN  WILLIS. 
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Veneris , 90  Die  Januarli , 1789. 

The  Reverend  Do&or  FRANCIS  WILLIS, 
Again  called  in,  and  ajked , 


WHETHER  yourfon,  Dr.  John  Willis,  is  a phy- 
f (ician  ? 

K He  took  his  degrees  at  Edinburgh  about  thirteen  or 
’fourteen  years  ago — has  praClifcd  phyfic  ever  fince — 
;he  was  bred  up  at  Oxford— ftudied  phyfle  there  fiift, 
sand  was  afterwards  four  or  five  years  at  Edinburgh. 
How  long  has  he  attended  his  Majefty  t 
He  came  the  Thurfday  after  1 came — I came  on  the 
IFriday. 

Has  he  been  confulted  as  a phyfician  fince  he  has 
aattended  at  Kew  ? 

A«to  the  medicines — and,  tiiough  he  has  not  fign- 
ted  the  report,  always  was  confulted  about  it? 

Was  Dr.  John  Willis  ever  confulted  by  the  other 
tphyficians  in  forming  any  prefciiption  for  medicine  to 
be  given  to  his  Majefty  ? 

I think.  I anfwercd  before  that  he  was. 


Has  he  ever  figned  his  name  to  any  one  preferiptibni 

Several. 

For  his  Majefty  ? 

I th-ink  fo — am  pretty  fure  fo — there  never  was  anj 
prescription  without  his  being  there. 

Then  you  underftand  that  all  the  other  phyficians 
confider  Dr.  John  Willis,  and  aft  with  him,  as  a 
phyfician  attending  on  his  Majefty,  and  not  an  aflift- 
to  you  in  the  care  of  the  King  ? 

I underftand  as  a phvfician. 

Why  has  Dr.  John  Willis  never  figned  the  Report 
fent  to  St.  James’s  ? 

I never  knew  any  reafon. 

By  Vhofe  dtreflion  was  Dr.  John  Willis  fummotv- 
cd  to  attend  his  Majefty  ? 

I underftood  by  the  Privy  Council— Lord  Sydney 
i fent  the  letter. 
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'When  was  theletter  fent  ? 

I believe  it  was  on  the  Monday  or  Sunday  before  he 
me. 

Who  informed  you  that  the  Privy  Council  fent  for 
our  fon  ? 

Lord  Sydney  fent  the  meffenger — that  is  all  I 
now. 

To  whom  was  the  letter  fent  ? 

To  Dr.  John  Willis. 

Whether  you  know  that  it  was  at  the  defire  of  the 
hyftcians  the  letter  was  fent,  or  at  whofe  defire  ? 

I reallv  do  not  know — but  I believe  Dr.  V/arren 
rft  faid  that  I could  not  attend  enough,  that  it  would 
e too  much  for  me. 

Whether  you  fign  the  preferiptions  ? 

I fign  them,'  or  give  my  confent  to  the  phyfician 
hat  writes  to  fign  my  name. 

When  Dr.  Warren  mentioned  that  your  fon  (hould 
>c  called  on,  as  you  could  not  attend  enough,  did  you 
inderftand  that  Dr.  Warren  meant  as  an  aflfiftant,  or 
ts  a phyfician  ? 

As  a Phyfician,  as  well  as  anv  thing  etfc — not  as  an 
afiiftant  diftmguilhed  from  a phyfician. 

Do  you  coniider  your  fon  . as  in  any  degree  refpon- 
fible  for  the  medicines  adminiftcred  to  his  Majefty  ? 

Ii"’a£i"er!'-  Withdrew. 


Doftor  RICHARD  WARREN 

again  called  in  and  examined • 

Whether  you  confider  Dr,  John  Willis  as  attending 
his  Maieftv  in  the  character  of  a phyfician,  or  as  an 
aftiflant  to  Dr.Willis  in  the  care  and  management  of 
his  Majefty? 

I have  always  con  fidered ‘hurt  as  an  alultant.  . 
Do  you  confi.lt  with  Dr.  John  Willis,  as  a phyfici- 
an. before  you  preferibe  for  his  Majefty  ? 

Dr.  John  Willis  is  generally,  I believe  I may  fay 
almoft  alwnvs,  prefent  at  the  confutations;  we  en- 
quire of  him  how  the  king  has  paffed  htsttme— 
when  medicines  are  propofed,  Dr.  John  Wi  Its ^ has 
often  fpoke  upon  the  (ubjeft  of  them,  and  attention 
has  been  paid  to  what  he  faid— yet,  at  the  fame  tune, 
I confidered  him  only  as  an  amicus  curtx. 

Do  you  not  make  the  fame  for.  of  =0,0,™,*.., 

the  other  four  medical  gentlemen,  who  arc  in  attend 

anceon  his  Majefty  ? ..  . . 

Yes ; but  they  do  not  talk  about  medicines. 


r 

.Do  you  confider  Dr.  John  Willis  as  refponfible 
with  you  in  the  preferiptious  and  phyfical  treatment  of 

the  King? 1 think  not. 

Does  Dr.  John  Willis  fign  thofe  preferiptions  with 
you  ? 

It  is  ufual  for  the  writer  of  Ihc  preferiptions  to  put 
down  the  initials  of  the  names  of  the  confultcd  phyft- 
cians — I believe  when  I have  written  the  prefcription, 

1 have  never  put  his  name  down. 

In  that  cafe  then,  as  far  as  you  are  concerned,  Dr. 
John  Willis  is  not  refponfible  for  the  medicines  ad- 

miniftered  ? No.  j 

Docs  Dr.  John  Willis  fign  the  report  fent  to  St. 

James’s  ? No. 

If  he  had  acted,  and  had  been  confulted,  and  con- 
fidered as  a phyfician  attending  on  his  M.jtfty,  would 
it  not  have  been  right  and  neceflary  that  lie  fliould 
have  taken  his  ftiare  of  the  refponfibiliiy  in  both  or 
either  of  thofe  refpefts  ? 

It  would  certainly  be  right  that  he  mould.  - 
Has  Dr..  Willis,  the  father,  figned  the  preferiptions, 
and  from  what  time  ? 

I apprehend  the  father’s  name  is  put  down  to 
the  preferiptions  from  the  time  that  he  came. 

When  did  he  fubferibe  his  name  to  the  report? 

1 do  not  exa&ly  know  the  time  } it  is  eafily  ken. 

Did  he  defire  fo  to  do  ? 

I undei  Hand  from  the  Chancellor,  that  he  did. 

Have  the  other  phyficians,  or  any  of  them,  iub- 
feribed  the  initials  of  Dr.  John  Willis’s  name  to  pre- 
feriptions for  his  Majefty  ? , , , r 

I do  not  know— but  I have  been  told  that  fome 

of  them  have.  . 

Do  you  confider  Dr.  John  Willis  more  in  the 
chara&er  of  a phyfician,  with  refpe£l  to  his  litua- 
tion  about  the  King,  than  the  four  other  medical 
gentlemen  attending  his  Majefty,  namely,  Mr.  Hawr 
kins,  Mr.  Keatc,  Mr.  Dundas,  and  Mr.  Battif* 

C°  More  refpeft  is  due  and  paid  to  him,  becaufe  he 

has  taken  a degree.  . . 

But  with  refpeft  to  his  fituauon  about  the  king, 
do  you  a&  with  him,  or  confider  him  more  in  the 
light  of  a phyfician  than  thofe  four  gentlemen. 

Would  not  the  fame  attention  have  been  paid  tp 
anv  other  phyfician  then  prefent,  who  had  ken  his 
Majefty,  though  not  at  all  attending  as  a phyliciaii 

to  his  Majefty  ? . . , . 

Provided  there  was  no  impertinence  in  his  being 

th  l7,'  after  Dr.  John  Willis  converted  with  Dr.  War- 
I ren  upon  the  fubjeft  of  the  medicines  for  his  Mi. 


( S*  ) 


■jcfly,  Dr.  John  Willis  had  defirnd  Dr.  Warren,  when 
he>was  writing  rhe  pnefcripljon,  to  put  the  initials  of 
EDr.  John  Willis  m fuch  prefo iption,  or  to  permit 
him,  Dr.  J >hn  Willis,  to  do  fo,  Dr.  Warren,  know 
kig  that  Dr.  John  Willis  had  been  educated  at  Ox 
.ford,  and  had  taken  a dodor’s  degree  at  Edinburgh, 
:snd  had  pr.--tr.led  pnyfic  for  thirteen  or  fourteen  yeais 
rfince  he  took  that  decree,  would  ha-re  made  the  lame 
• abjection  to  adding  fuch  initials,  or  permitting  them 
:o  be  added  to  the  prefeription,  as  he  would  have  done 
fx  the  lurgtons  and  apomecai  its,  all  or  any  of  them, 
aad  made  the  fame  requeft  as  to  ihtir  own  initials  ? 
l,.uT,he  qUefti“n  mult  have  been,  whether  Dr.  John 
TiU  lilts  was  auihetizcd  to  ad  there  as  a phyfictan. 

Confidcriog  the  circumftances  of  Dr.  John  Willis’s 
lattendance  upon  his  Majeftv,  and  that  he  is  a phy- 
mcian  who  has  been  educated,  and  has  taken  a de 

•t  *n  tbe  m.ap.ner  mentioned  in  the  laft  queftion 

’*  Dr.  John  Willis  had  made  fuch  a requeft  with  re- 
ped  to  his  initials,  fhould  Dr.  Warren  have  thought 
1 an  impertinent  requeft  ? 

C.riamly— „n|«fs  he  was  cor.fidered  as  refponfible 
oor  the  medicines.  1 

Then  does  Dr.  Warren  confider  the  other  phyficians, 

:r  any,  "ho  have  put  the  initials,  or  permitted  the 
utials  of  Dr.  John  Willis  to  be  put,  to  their  preferip 
ons,  has  having  done,  or  luffered  to  he  done,  an  im- 
roper  ad  conlidering  the  circumftances  under  which 
jr.  John  VY  tilts  attends  his  Majefty  ? 

I can  only  anfwer  for  my  own  condud— I think  I 
cou  d not-  be  called  upon  to  judge  of  otheis.. 

■ t iini  ar[CR  had  Permitttd  rhe  initials  of  Dr. 
-)hn  V\  tills  to  be  put  to  a prefeription,  does  he  think 
unf.vermg  for  his  own  condud,  if  it  had  been  fuch) 
at  he  wt.u  d have  done  an  improper  ad,  confidcr- 
tg  tie  circumftances  under  which  Dr.  Jehn  Willis 
titends  his  Majefty  ? S 

I fhould  never  ccnfidcr  it  as  a permiffion,  unlcfj  I 
-id  been  afked  whether  his  initials  iliould  be  put 
>un;  becaci fe  they  ate  often  written  by  the  pre- 
mg  phyfician  after  the  prefeription  has  been 
Wf  and 'he  initials  not  particularly  examined. 
Whether,  if  Ins  peimiffion  tad  been  alked,  when 

TmSI  T r’ritten  by  him'elf’  orany  other  of 

hn  YViSis  LPiyEC‘an8’r  t0-pUt  dle  hiitialsof  Dr. 
b.n  \V  nlis  to  fuch  prefcnpti  n,  together  with  his 

r"d  lf  hre  hu  d g'ven  ‘hat  permiffion,  Dr. 
arren  anfwermg  for  his  own  condud,  would  have 
ough.  he  had  done  an  improper  ad  in  giving  his 
Trn^jon  confidcimgthe  circjumflances  uifder  which 
) ; ^trends  his  Majefty,  and  confide,  ing 

’his  h f V’f  h,ls  education  at  Oxford,  the  fad  ! 
his  having  taken  the  degree  of  dedor  of  phyfic  at  Ij 


Edinburgh,  and  the  fad  of  having  pradifed  as  1 
phyfician  for  13  or  14  years  paft  ? 

The  propriety  of  putting  the  initials  down  mull 
depend  upon  the  refponfibility  of  the  perfon. 

Whether,  the  fevtral  circumftances  mentioned  in 
the  foregoing  quuftions  being  dulv  attended  to,  if  Dr. 
John  Willis  had  this  morning  afked  Dr.  Warren’s 
permiffion  to  put  his  initials  to  a prefeription,  Dr 
Warren  would  this  morning  have  refufed  to  give  fuch 
permiffion  ? s 

Degrees  in  phyfic  give  no  authority,  to  pradife  in 
London,  or  within  feven  miles  of  London — there  is- 

no  other  qualification  than  that  of  being  a fellow  or 

licentiate. of  the  College  of  phyfic  ans.— If  the  cir- 
cumftance  of  being  about  his  Majefty  induced  me  10 
think  him  refponfible  for  the  medicines,  I fhould  have 
put  the  initials  down* 

In  point  of  fad,  due  attention  being  paid  to  all  the 
circumftances  relative  to  Dr.  John  Willis’s  attend- 
ance upon  his  Majefty,  would  Dr.  Warren  this 
morning  have  refufed  to  permit  the  initials  of  Dr 
John  Willis  to  be  put  to  a prefeription,  upon  the 
convtdion  0f  his  (Dr.  Warren’s)  mind  that  thofm 
circumftances,  do  not  make  him  refponfible  in  fuch  a 
degree  as  to  make  it  Efficiently  proper  that  thofe  in- 
„ , ’ , uld  l)e  Pl>t:  and  whether  the  fad  of  his  Ma- 
icfty  s being  at  Kew  would  induce  Dr.  Warren  to 
form  an  opinion  upon  the  propriety  of  giving  fuCh 
permiffion,  different  from  the  opinion  which  he 

WmdVorT*  °n  fUCh  pr°1,riety  if  his  Maiefty  was  at- 

The  rule  to  guide  me,  whether  the  initial  of  a 
perfon  attending  his  Majefty  fhould  be  put  down  to 
a prelcriptton,  mull  be  my  being  informed  that  that 
pcrfon  is  put  about  the  Ktng  by  proper-authority. 

Has  Dr.  Wat  run,  in  point  of  fad,  written  many  of 
■he  prefenpt  ons  for  his  M&jefly,  and  fubferibed  the 
initials  of  the  other  phyficians? 

I have  not  written  many,  fince  his  Majefty  came  to 

W I’  rCrhtT  H’aVe  bitten,  I have  ^utdowTtie' 

initials  of  rhe  phy.lictant  prefenr. 

\Y  hether  you  know  that  a lefter  vvas  font  by  Lord’ 
Sydney  to  bung  Dr.  John  Willis  to, town  ?-•  Y 

Sydney™  °f'‘10  ^ th’Ug  ^ ^cter  writtetr  by  Lord 
Do  you  know  in  what  manner  Dr.  John  Willis 

was  font  for  to  attend  the  King  ? 

Dr/tv^of  D d we|Pl!arCCl,0r  Hni1  Mr-  Pl'[t  thc  pro- 
priety of-Dr.  Willis’s  fervams  being  lent"  for— They 

Mr  pgl  nVu’ll  ' COnrT  °,f  the  Chancellor  and’ 

, ; Vlllls  ,wrotc  the  letter,  and,  I believe 

1 advifed  him  to  lend  for  his  fun  to  allift  him.  * 

Has 
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1 THas  any  other  of  live  pcrfons  then  fent  up  for  been 
Went  at  a confutation,  and  given  an  opinion  re- 
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i Hi  - given  an  opinion  re- 

I Vftine  the  medicines > No. 

- ^Whether  Dr.  Warren  did  not  know  that  there  was 

PSther  approbation,  befides  the  Chancellor  and  Mr. 

: fitt,  for  fending  for  Dr.  Willis’s  fervants  ? 

'n  Not  for  fending  for  them,  but  for  making  ufe  of 

•hem  afterwards.  i • . r 

What  other  approbation  was  there  for  making  ule 

, h°f  I undtrftood  that  it  was  communicated  to  Dr.  Wil- 
lis  ,he  Do&or  told  me  he  had  authority  to  make 

rtife  of  thofe  fervants. 

c Does  Dr.  Warren  apprehend  that  Dr.  John  Willis  s 
attendance  was  with  the  knowledge  or  approbation  of 
anv  of  the  Royal  Family  ? 

11  I could  not- think  otherways,  but  I never  was 

>et°^Did  Dr  Warren  conceive  that  the  approbation  of 
t V.milv  oiven  to  the  attendance  ot- 


Did  Dr.  warren  conceive  uiai  >>*■-  ------ 

any  of  the  Royal  Family  given  to  the  attendance  ot 
:S  Dr  John  Willis,  was  given  as  a phyfician,  °r  ” the 
principal*  perfon  to  direft  the  fervants  of  Dr  W.U.s  ? 
if  P NotPas  aP phyfician,  *but  as  afTiftant  to  his  father. 

On  whatgrounds  does  Dr.  Warren  entertain  that 

°^Pecaufc  upon  enquirv,  foon  after  his  arrival,  when 
. written,  whether  D,  John  Will*’, 

name  was  to  be  put  to  it,  he  declined  it. 

”aS  Whom,  and  of  whom,  was  that  enquiry  made  ? 
Bv  one  of  the  phyficians  afking,  at  a mormng  con- 
. fultarion,  whether  Dr.  John  Willis’s  name  was  to  be 

PUDid  Dr.  John  Willis  decline  ? Y.es’ 

Where  any  obfervations  made  upon  it  by  any  one 

Dr.' j7hi°Wiir>s  not  declined  to  figu  the  pre- 
h ferintion,  fhould  you  have  had  any  objeftion^ 

lPlbould  then  have  fuppofed  that  he  had  au- 

that  he  believes  that 

phjtons  have  pit  Dr.  John  Willis's  tmti.1.  to 


prefer, prions,  Ihoulri  he,  in  that  enfe,  rendnJe  ft* 

Dr  John  With*  has  authority  to  attend i his  Majefly  . 

Dr.  Warren  can  only  anfwer  for  the  motives  of 

his  own  conduct.  , ■ Ma. 

■JUSSSiZ  23  ;;; 

5^a?r  oTaTi'S  eTnSrillg  phyfician,  or 
^ . Man,  to  hi.  father  inthec.aodmanage- 

Tdiloht^mLndi,.omM.ts.of.nd  far  Dr  . 

i 

for  hi.  fonioaMhiin,  , 

becaufe  I thought  the  confinement  more  than  h d 

fU  Whether  you  had,  either  to  his  Major’s  Minifters  ' 
rir  Willis  ever  fueeelled  a with  that  Dr.  John 
VVUlis  iliouldbe  called  in  to  aid  his  Majtfty’s  phy  x- 

authority  w.t . e.er 
m,de  ,o  yon.  that  Dr.  John  Willis  was  10  be.onfulered 

WhlSV'd  ever  heard  from  any  of  y.nr 

bre,  .he’  King’s  phytons  £»> » 

for  as  the  htmaor  of  D-.  Wl|li>  htoft„t  „ . 

ph,  ton  who  had  dedicated  hi.  Aden., on  parrictriarly 

“ S,“  W.°'  fon  dwu"‘Vene  for  merely  a,  my  own 
Dr.  , tQ  aiTl(l  his  father,  without 

(ny^ltnow^ngthat  he  hid  ever  i^en  a degree.  s . 

nation  as  ftated  in  >he  fo,mer  queftion  . ^ hig 

I do  not  recolleft  that  I laid  any 
upon  the  fubjeft. 
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